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liiiii- — I Special Notices. 



The Report this year is so largely taken up with important action 
regarding Legislation and the Ecclesiastical treatment of Marriage and 
Divorce that the reader is referred to preceding Reports and ••' The 
Review of Fifteen Years" in the Report for 1895 for a more com- 
plete survey of the field and work that is being done in it. 

Those interested in the work of the Commissioners on Uniform 
Legislation should write to one of the addresses given on page 10 for 
a copy of their last report. 

Reports for 1890 and later years can be sent to those who apply 
for them. A small tract of fifteen pages on " The Pastor and the 
Home ; " a paper on the origin and principles of " The Home De- 
partment of the Sunday School ; " a Report to a National Council of 
Congregational Churches on " The Family/' and a leaflet on '' The 
Aims, Methods, and Results of Our Work" can still be supplied 
freely to all applicants. Few copies are still in print of other and 
more important papers. 

Special short papers relating to the various branches of our work 
and the movement it represents are greatly needed and will be pub- 
lished as fast as our means permit. Money for this object and for 
the general needs of the League is solicited. Inquiries for particulars 
on this or any other matter connected with the work of the League 
are invited. 

• Xhe reppi2 &f Jl\e*Hofk Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commissioner 
ofAaTkfr^Jort MXtttzgc^ihi Divorce in the United States and Europe, 

addressed to the Department of Labor, 



can be.Jja^l 00*^[lH*cetion 

Washingi4rj/:61:C.- ": 



Asfipcii^TR ^*9R})^L :Membership is invited from those who cai 
not gi^ )Srgc\sflftf&.* 'This is freely granted to all proper persons, bo' 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment of ^ve dollars for the year. Sui 
persons become members in full for the time. Ifyou cannot be a lari 
contributor^ will you not send your request for associate memberships zf/1 
the fee s and thus share in this work for the Family ? Every one who hj 
profited by the work of the League or who believes in its mission 
urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of money. Notice tl 
statement of the Treasurer on page 20. 

The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, 610 Atlantic Avenu| 
Boston, will gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to him. 
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Correspondence relating to the work of the League should be aa- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



The Twentieth Annual Meeting of the National League for the Pro- 
tection of the Family was held at the Diocesan House, Boston, Jan. 
30, 1900, at 2.30 P.M. The first Vice-President, the Rt. Rev. Wil- 
liam Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., presided, and opened the session with 
prayer. Rev. Parris T. Farwell was chosen Recording Secretary pro 
tempore. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., and Rev. Parris T. Farwell 
were appointed Committee on Nominations, and reported the following 
names for officers : — 

President^ Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D. 

Vice-Presidents^ Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Presi- 
dent Seth Low, LL.D., President George Harris, D.D., LL.D. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D. 

Recording Secretary^ Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. 

Treasurer^ Mr. William G. Benedict. 

Executive Committee^ President George Harris, D.D., President M. 
H. Buckham. D.D., Hon. Simeon E. Baldwij}. LL.D., Prof. Francis 
G. Peabody, D.D., Prof. W. E. Huntin^i>n,' Fii.D.vRt.v* J^ 
DeNormandie, Prof. Albion W. Small, Ph.D?, ReV. Dariier Merri- 
man, D.D., Hon. Charles C. Burr, Mr. Evtsa-euJ.Q. Fjsk, Frank 
Gaylord Cook, Esq., Rev. Samuel W. Dikp, LjL.p. - .^ 

The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedjct^ hiAjp gt' r^jydrr, which 
was accepted and referred to Frank Gaylord Ccr6k,Es4M tis 'Auditor. 

The Corresponding Secretary then presented his annual-report, with 
additional comments. After remarks upon the report, it was voted 
that the report be accepted, and ordered printed and distributed at the 
discretion of Dr. Dike. 

The meeting was then adjourned. 

PARRIS T. FARWELL, 

^ ) Recording Secretary^ pro tern. 

Boston, Mass. J Jan.jo, igoo. 
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Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The year 1899 was of great interest in special subjects relating to 
the protection of the Family, and also in our work in its behalf. 
We report the usual advance in State legislation for the years in which 
most Legislatures hold their biennial session. Measures for greater 
uniformity in the Divorce Legislation of the United States have been 
carefully formulated, and published for the criticisms and suggestion 
of all interested. The interesting features of the Uniform German 
Divorce Law, which has just taken effect, are presented, and some 
statements are made regarding the working of the new Family Law 
of Japan. 

An increase of interest on the part of churches and citizens in the 
need of better protection of the Family is still more important than 
the specific gains In legislation. A scandalous marriage in the East 
and the election to Congress of a polygamist in the West were the 
immediate, occasion for much of this j but the larger number of in- 
quiries for aid or information concerning our work and its subjects, 
coming fr om twenty-seven different States and in much greater num- 
bers than ever before in any one year, the discussions of the news- 
papers, and the action of religious bodies are clearer evidence and more 
encouraging than anything else that a healthy and vigorous movement 
is going on. 

The^ illness of the; Secretary for nearly two months early in the year, 
an^UtitttJte'absAjl&fi i(CHti£opc of an important member of the Finance 
Ctmifliilte'e, pr^y^ntsd-that vigorous effort which we hoped to make to 
replenisR O&r tV^Jry; ' Our deficit for the year is $260.04, which 
is considVr.^'hlv l^.tjipntin 1898. As will appear later, the debt has 
increasfcB yiicihi £■■£*; iJcw.inore than that which we had in 1887. The 
latter vrts'p'a*!!] 'the next two years. 

Partly because of changed conditions, making it best to put more 
effort into stimulating and shaping practical measures for civil and 
ecclesiastical action, and partly to reduce expenses to the lowest pos- 
sible limit until the debt is paid and receipts shall justify larger ex- 
penditure, the work the last year or two has been chiefly in correspond- 
ence, consultations, and the like, with fewer lectures and addresses. 
This has reduced the expenses for travelling and printing to very low 
figures — -much too low for the best usefulness. We have been unable^ 



to supply much variety of printed matter, which is sought more than 
ever, or to do the personal work that is desirable. The postage bill 
is also less ; but this is due to a large quantity of stamps received in 
exchange for misprinted government envelopes bought the year before, 
the reduction in the number of Reports printed, and the unusual receipt 
of postage-stamps in generous sums from applicants for information 
and printed matter. 

THE WAY TO HELP. 

Those who may think the results are less than they would like 
may know that none feel this more keenly than the Corresponding 
Secretary, who sees opportunities slip for want of means to seize them 
at the right moment. These and others may be assured that the work 
Will be pushed as fast as the support given it will permit, and others 
brought into it as soon as possible. Clerical and office aids are greatly 
needed. The work of collection should be more widely distributed. 
If every officer, member, contributor, friend, so far as practicable 
would enlist his church or friends, it would be a relief to the Secre- 
tary and a gain in our resources. 

A single representative society like that of the League, which stim- 
ulates, suggests, gives information from study and experience, and 
acts as a medium of exchange for all interested, and which tries to do 
its work so fairly well that it wins and keeps the confidence of the 
public, is an apparent necessity to the friends of the Family. Not 
the least valuable testimony to the importance of our League is the 
number of societies and individuals that have tried to do work in our 
lines and have voluntarily given up their own measures or organizations 
because of the force of a public opinion that has made their plans 
and methods seem less effective than those of the League. 

OUR TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY. 

This comes another year. An account of the work done and the 
results secured in the twenty years should be prepared for our next 
annual meeting in connection with the usual Report for the year. 
Few, except those who have given careful attention to the history of 
the movement, are aware of the great change that has been wrought 
withii> this period in the public attitude toward the Family as an insti- 
tution needing protection and development and in practical work in 
its behalf. Within this period a turn in the tide of loose Divorce 
Legislation has taken*place, the introduction of the study of the Family 
into most of our higher educational institutions has been accomplished, 
and the attention of churches, philanthropists, and publicists has turned 




to the Home as a social institution needing study and care as much as 
the Church, the State, the School, or the Industrial Corporation. 

It may be that some special observance of this anniversary should 
be considered. The League is not the work of any one man; but 
that of a society of members and officers, who are responsible for its 
conduct, of the one or two hundred who annually give money — often 
at much sacrifice — to its support, and of a large constituency which 
profits by its services and rejoices in its successes. 

Can not all join in making its twentieth year a reasonably satis- 
factory conclusion of a period of beginnings ? We may then come 
to see a little more clearly the future path for us. 

STATE LEGISLATION. 

While some of the State legislation on Marriage and Divorce in 
1899 ^^ unimportant, much of it is valuable. As usual, the trend is 
strongly in the right direction, but with some exceptions. Reports 
from the States are given in alphabetical order. 

Alabama authorizes the submission of causes in divorce cases in 
Courts of Equity for final decree in term time or in vacation after a 
decree pro confesso has been obtained. 

Arkansas provides that marriage after seduction shall not be a bar 
to further prosecution of the seducer should he desert the wife with- 
out cause. 

Connecticut gives permission to the Committee on Divorces in 
its Legislature to require the appearance of the attorney-general in 
divorce cases whenever in his opinion justice requires it. The Legis- 
lature in Connecticut still having power to grant divorces, further regu- 
lation is made for serving notice on the adverse party to a divorce 
suit when such resides outside the State. Stricter provision is also 
made for the early return of marriage certificates to the registrar. 

Florida. The residence term of two years is not now required in 
divorce for adultery. 

Maine. The law making intoxication a cause for divorce is 
amended to include intoxication from the use of opium or other 
drugs. Divorce suits are to be tried before a jury at the request of 
either party, or upon the order of the court. 

Massachusetts. No justice of the peace shall solemnize a mar- 
riage unless he be also a town clerk, city registrar, clerk of a court, 
or an assistant of one of these officers, or have been specially desig- 
nated for this purpose. Of this last class the Governor may appoint 
one to each five thousand inhabitants for each town or city in tlie 
State. Every town may have one such official. These designate! 



justices of the peace must qualify for this special duty. The aim of 
this law is to prevent the indiscriminate celebration of marriage by 
the large • numbers of justices of the peace who hold the office for 
other purposes. It is still far more liberal than European laws on 
this point. 

Nevada enacts a law requiring a license from all ministers of the 
gospel before they can celebrate marriages. These licenses must be 
based on credentials showing their ordination to the ministry and be 
filed for record with clerks of the District Courts. More careful pro- 
vision is made for the issue, return, and record of marriage licenses. 

New Hampshire. An act of two years ago, but not reported by 
us at the time, brings non-residents coming into the State to be 
married under the same regulations regarding notice of intention and 
record of marriage as citizens of the State. 

New York. A new law amends the code so as to grant trial by 
jury in cases of divorce for adultery, and gives the co-respondent the 
right of ^appearance with costs in case the allegations involving the 
co-respondent are not proven. 

North Dakota. After a vigorous effort on the part of clergy- 
men and many other citizens, this State has freed herself from the 
old territorial laxity by which a residence of ninety days was sufficient 
to enable parties from other States to use her courts for obtaining 
divorces quickly. The term is now made one year. The ninety-day 
term of residence no longer exists anywhere, and the term of six 
months has within a few years been changed to a year in all but a 
very few States. We hope to report the complete disappearance of 
the latter soon. Courts may compel the husband to support the chil- 
dren whether the divorce is granted for the offense of either party. 

Pennsylvania. Courts may appoint Masters in Divorce pro- 
ceedings. 

Rhode Island. One Justice of the Supreme Court may be a 
quorum for the trial of divorce cases. 

Tennessee forbids the issue of marriage licenses to persons under 
sixteen years of age, except upon written permission of parents or 
guardians, which shall be filed at the county clerk's office. 

Texas makes the celebration of a marriage without a license a 
misdemeanor. It also regulates marriage after seduction, but fails to 
adopt the wholesome provision noted above in the legislation of 
Arkansas. 

Wisconsin. This State enacts substantially the marriage license 
law of most other States and thus removes a great and growing evil ; 
for Wisconsin had been the resort of large numbers from Chicago 
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and other places for marriage without license. The new law requires, 
under penalty for non-compliance, the issue of a marriage license at 
least five days before the marriage can take place, and for ihe return 
and record of the certificate. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION IN THE Ul^ITED STATES. 

Thirty-two States now have Commissions for this object. At the 
last Conference the subject of Uniformity of Divorce Laws took all 
the time of the session of three days. The following advance report 
sent out by the Conference is reprinted here with unimportant 
omissions, "as it fully explains the acts and the intention of the Con- 
ference in regard to the proposed acts." 

In most of the States creating Commissions this is the first subject the 
Commissioners are instructed to consider. Its consideration previously had 
been necessarily deferred until a sufficient number of States was represented 
to obtain the views and knowledge of Commissioners from all parts of the 
Union. Of the two bills submitted herewith, it is first to be noticc>l that the 
Act on Divorce Procedure is the carefully studied result of the three- days' 
Conference, after going over the draft reported by the Committee on Divorce. 
It goes over for final action another year, as is usual with all the recommen- 
dations of the Conference, that it may be submitted to the Commissioners who 
were not present at the meeting. Of course it is subject to change at the 
next Conference, if found unadapted in expression to the jurisdictions not 
represented at Buffalo. Otherwise it is put out as a finished bill, embodying 
the decision of the Conference on that branch of the subject. 

It hardly needs saying that this uniform law on Divorce Procedure, if 
generally adopted, seemed to the Commissioners adapted to prevent in some 
degree migratory divorces, by which the laws of one State are practically 
nullified by a temporary residence in another State ; to render less easy 
frauds on the courts; to give the respondent fuller opportunity of defence; 
and especially to make the final effect of a divorce the same all over the 
Union. 

On the other hand, the proposed bill on the Causes of Divorce has not 
in any sense been adopted or passed upon by the Commissioners, but is simpljr 
the report of the Committee on Divorce, presented by them for consideration, 
and after a slight discussion, continued over to the next meeting for further 
action. 

The committee reported that the five causes enumerated in the bill arc at 
present the specified existing causes in about forty States. Several otbcr 
causes referring to conditions at or before marriage are, of course, not 
enumerated in a bill referring only to causes arising after marriage. 

With the exception of ''omnibus clauses," such as those allowing divorce, 
for "any reasons satisfactory to the court," or **for any cause defeatiD| 
the purposes of the marriage relation," this is now the law substantially ii 
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a great majority of the States. The committee believed that these " omni- 
bus clauses" were not only liable to abuse, but gave the court a latitude of 
discretion unjust to respondents and incompatible with the theory of gov- 
ernment by fixed laws. The two States which occupy the anomalous posi- 
tion of recognizing but one cause or no causes for absolute divorce would 
probably be unaffected by the bill except as their citizens were divorced in 
other States. 

AN ACT TO ESTABLISH A LAW UNIFORM WITH THE LAWS OF OTHER STATES REL- 
ATIVE TO DIVORCE PROCEDURE AND DIVORCE FROM THE BOND OF MARRIAGE. 

Be it enacted, etc. 

Section i. No divorce shall be granted for any cause arising prior to 
the residence of the petitioner or defendant in this State which was not a 
ground for divorce in the State where the cause arose. 

Section 2. No person shall be entitled to a divorce for any cause arising 
in this State who has not had actual residence in this State for at least 
one year next before bringing suit for divorce, with a bona fide intention of 
making this State his or her permanent home. 

Section 3. No person shall be entitled to a divorce for any cause arising 
out of this State unless the petitioner or defendant shall have resided with- 
in this State for at least two years next before bringing suit for divorce, with 
a bona fide intention of making this State his or her permanent home. 

Section 4. No person shall be entitled to a divorce unless the defendant 
shall have been personally served with process, if within this State, or with 
personal notice duly authenticated, if out of this State, or unless the defend- 
ant shall have entered an appearance in the case; but if it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the court that the petitioner does not know the address nor 
the residence of the defendant, and has not been able to ascertain either, after 
reasonable and due inquiry and search continued for one year, the court, or 
judge in vacation, may authorize notice by publication of the pendency of the 
petition for divorce to be given in manner provided by law. 

Section 5. No divorce shall be granted solely upon default, nor solely 
upon admissions by the pleadings, nor except upon trial before the court in 
open session. 

Section 6. After divorce either party may marry again; but in cases 
where notice has been given by publication only, and the defendant has not 
appeared, no decree for divorce shall become final or operative until six 
months after trial and decision. 

Section 7. Wherever the word *' divorce" occurs in the act it shall be 
deemed to mean divorce from the bond of marriage. 

AN act to establish A LAW UNIFORM WITH THE LAWS OF OTHER STATES REL- 
ATIVE TO DIVORCE. 

Divorce from the bond of marriage shall be granted for the following 
causes arising after marriage: adultery, extreme cruelty, habitual drunken- 
nessy or the confirmed habit of intoxication, whether arising from the use of 
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alcoholic drinks or of drugs; conviction of felony, with sentence of imprison-i 
ment to a state prison or penitentiary; and continuous desertion for at least 
■ years. 

Divorce from the bond of marriage shall not be granted for any other 
cause arising after marriage. 

The Conference also prints a proposed law for the prevention of 
the solicitation of divorce business by advertisement, similar to that 
already existing in a few States. 

It seems to your Secretary, whose suggestions have been repeatedly 
invited by leading members of the Commissions, that every encourage- 
ment consistent with convictions of duty should be given to this work. 
While many of us, as well as some of the Commissioners, would de- 
sire more than has been attempted so far, the advantages offered would 
seem to call for the adoption of the most, if not all, the positive recom- 
mendations of the plan. As the Commissioners point out, even the 
adoption of the five causes of divorce by other States could be so 
guarded that any State would be left free to restrict its own people 
to a smaller number. The first section of the other general act would 
help protect the stricter State. We must remember that grave as the 
evils of our conflicting Marriage and Divorce Laws are, cases affected 
by them are after all a small per cent of the whole number granted. 
Nor should we forget that here in the work of the Commissions is a 
practicable plan, whether it is to be the final one or not, and that 
uniformity under constitutional amendment is extremely slow, diffi- 
cult, and of doubtful efficacy in decreasing divorces. 

The Commissioners will gladly welcome any criticisms or sugges- 
tions. These, or requests for their valuable Reports, should be sent 
to the President, Hon. Lyman D. Brewster, Danbury, Ct., or to 
the Secretary, Albert E. Henschel, Esq., 214 Broadway, New York. 

UNIFORM DIVORCE LAW IN GERMANY. 

Our Report for 1893 described the Uniform Marriage Law of the 
German Empire as intended to be a part ultimately of a uniform 
system of Family Law. This intention is now fulfilled in a Uniform 
Divorce Law for the entire Empire, which took effect Jan. I, 1900. 
While the varied interests of the German States and religions make 
this measure a difficult one, the Imperial policy and their method of 
enlisting the ablest jurists in such work as this has brought about the 
present solution of the problem. A brief statement of the results, of 
which I have seen little account in English, will be useful here. 

Instead of the numerous causes for divorce which have prevailed 
in most German States, all divorces now come under four heads 
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only. First, for the adultery, bigamy, or unnatural immorality of 
either party. But agreement of either to the cause prevents suit for 
divorce by that one. Second, attempt by either husband or wife on 
the life of the other. Third, maliciously wilful desertion by either. 
Refusal of the husband to support his wife comes under this head. 
Fourth, continued violation of marriage vows or faithless or immoral 
behavior so complete as to violate the proprieties of marriage in a 
way that the innocent party can no longer suffer a continuance of the 
marriage. Various safeguards are provided. The suit must be brought 
within six months of the time the cause for divorce takes place. No 
suit can be brought after condonation of the offence. 

A NOVEL PROTECTION AGAINST DIVORCE FOR DESERTION. 

The special rule regarding divorce for desertion is noteworthy. 
Before a suit on the ground of desertion can be brought, a special 
preliminary suit for the re-establishment of marital relations must be 
prosecuted to a decision ; and even then the suit for divorce on the 
established fact of desertion cannot be tried until the defendant has 
failed for one year to comply with the decision of the court in the 
preliminary case ordering a return to domestic duties. Here is a novel 
way of checking the abuse of divorce through desertion, which in 
this country is by far the most frequently misused of all our statutory 
grounds for divorce. The courts are also required in their decisions 
to note the facts of guilt in both parties whenever both are in fault. 
The party guilty of adultery and the accomplice are both liable to 
imprisonment from one day to six months. 

The fourth ground for divorce would in this country be greatly 
abused ; but with only twenty-eight courts of a high order in as many 
judicial districts for the entire Empire, judging by the past experience 
of those German States where much more lax provisions have been 
in existence for a long time, the risk of abuse there is much less than 
it would be in this country. As hitherto, the fact and the reason for 
the dissolution of all marriages, whether by divorce or death, must be 
entered on the margin of the original record of the marriage. This 
makes bigamous marriages almost impossible. 

The practical working of this law will be worthy of careful study ; 
for Germany, I believe, is the first country to attempt both uni- 
formity and the reduction of the legal, grounds for divorce at the 
same time. 
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JAPAN. 

The Code of Family Law in Japan has recently gone into effect. 
As it is a sudden and radical change from the very old System of 
marriage and divorce without legal control, it meets many difEculties 
and must work its way slowly. Adoption — of which adults are the 
chief subjects, as in early Roman Law, in order to preserve a family 
from extinction — is common, . but probably decreasing. Concu- 
binage, Dr. De Forrest reports, though having a rather limited but 
honorable place, is a great evil ; but a vigorous movement against it 
has begun within the last year or two. '' The framers of the new 
Family Law, though themselves to some extent having mixed 
families, refused to have the word ' concubine ' in the new laws." 
The same authority says that Mr. Fukuzama, an able and influential 
writer, is vigorously attacking concubinage and the geisha system of 
dancing-girls as the main root of the social evil. Divorce by mutual 
consent is still allowed. The new legal causes are the four or five 
most common in Western nations, and the law may be expected to 
increase in efficacy. 

RECENT MOVEMENTS IN VARIOUS STATES. 

The efforts at improvement of the Marriage or Divorce Laws of 
a State generally take two or three years for success, though some- 
times fegislation is secured in a single year. The movement often 
first appears in inquiries for information. We reported a year ago 
these signs of activity in the interests of better legislation in North 
Dakota, Indiana, Michigan, South Dakota, and Wisconsin. Noth- 
ing seems to have come of two of these ; but our report on the legis- 
lation of the year shows marked success in North Dakota and Wis- 
consin. The people of South Dakota also prevented the loss of the 
gains they had made. The movement in Missouri, though ably led 
and well supported, failed. One of the leading and most highly 
respected clergymen of the State writes of it to the League as 
follows : " The reform moves slowly, but it is bound to come, and 
with it substantially uniform laws throughout the Union. When that 
consummation is at last reached the country will owe you a heavy 
debt of gratitude, to say the least of it. The main task is to secure a 
public opinion pure and strong enough to support the best law when 
we get it." 

CALIFORNIA. 

Our correspondence this year indicates special interest in legal 
reform in California and the District of Columbia, and some in 
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Texas and other States. The clergy in Southern California have 
been looking into their local conditions, which they find alarming. 
One of them says the records of the courts of Los Angeles County 
show that 396 divorces were granted in 1898 to 1,380 marriages, a 
rate that was sustained in the first three months of 1899, the ^^^^ 
date for which the figures are given. Either the marriages were very 
imperfectly reported or the marriage rate is as dangerously low as the 
divorce rate is alarmingly high. If so, there is need of careful atten- 
tion to this subject also; for in 1890 the population of the county 
was 101,454, and it is now probably much greater. But in any case 
the divorce rate is at an unusual height. It would be important to 
know if any considerable part of these divorces are granted to non- 
residents; for California changed the term of required residence 
from six months to a year, and prohibited the solicitation of divorce 
business by advertisement. 

California stands in a peculiar position in relation to the Family 
from her early history, whose conditions have deeply affected her 
domestic life. Happily there is reason to believe that some of her 
own citizens are addressing themselves with great earnestness to 
this problem. For several years the department of Social and Polit- 
ical Science in the Leland Stanford University has been giving a great 
deal of thorough study to the various aspects of the problem, and 
this work will tell in powerful ways upon the entire State, The 
head of the department is one of the most thorough students of the 
Family in this country. It is not unlikely that the State University 
and other institutions are also doing good work in the same direc- 
tion ; for the scientific pursuits of institutions in the West are being 
especially directed to local social problems. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

In the District of Columbia an effort is now made to make illegal 
the granting of divorce proper for all reasons except adultery, and to 
require the entrance of the district attorney in every case for the 
detence in order to prevent collusion. There are now four grounds 
for divorce in the District, besides the usual provisions for nullity and 
voidance of marriages in certain cases. Whether this high standard 
can be urged successfully, especially at this time, when uniformity is 
under consideration, is open to question. 

The object of the provision for a defence of the interests of the 
State is most worthy in itself; biit for various reasons it does not 
seem so far to accomplish much in this country where it has hitherto 
been adopted. Still it may be worthy of experiment at the Capital. 
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The judges of the local courts are reported as greatly deploring the 
present condition of things and desiring better statutes. It is to be 
hoped that here and elsewhere local efforts at legal reform, which are 
always best, should be made with full knowledge of the general 
movement and experience of others, and be under the control of 
judicious leaders. Many failures have met earnest reformers for the 
lack of care at this point. 

More attention should be given to the administration of the laws 
as they stand in the statute-books. European countries generally are 
at an advantage over us in this respect. Their courts are few, their 
judges often specially trained for their duties, and safeguards are 
thrown about their procedure. In this way the statutory causes are 
often quite as liberal as those among us, without the glaring mischiefs 
common in this country. The German method of dealing with 
desertion, already described, is in point here. Probably our people 
would find it foreign to their ideas of divorce procedure. 

MORMON POLYGAMY. 

This subject is attracting unusual attention. Important as the expul- 
sion of a polygamous member from Utah is, we have been more con- 
cerned for other things connected with this case. The proposed Anti- 
Polygamy amendment of the Constitution of the United States has 
seemed to us a much more difficult question than some of its advocates 
have thought. We have called attention to some of the difficulties that 
stand in the way of its adoption, but without venturing the opinion 
that they are decisive. Some of these are : the general reluctance to 
amend the Constitution in any direction ; the slow process by which 
this can be done; the possible embarrassment of the States from the 
surrender of their own control over polygamy, or from a joint juris- 
diction with the Federal Courts ; and the necessity of depending for 
convictions on the local juries in Utah and other polygamous States. 
The necessity before us may compel action that seems very difficult 
or otherwise undesirable ; but let us take in the whole situation and 
not act rashly. 

THE MORE IMPORTANT TASK. 

We have not neglected the broader bearings of the subject. Mor- 
mon polygamy is not a wholly isolated evil born and nourished on 
Western soil, which we can attack at long range, and as something 
entirely foreign to the social life of the rest of the country. Its 
founders and many of its early followers were of Eastern, even New 
England, origin. They came from homes and communities having 
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those defects which have supplied our divorces, our licentiousness, and 
our individualism in thinking upon moral and social topics. It may 
be doubted if any other country than our own could have supplied all 
the conditions necessary to the invention and development of Mor- 
monism and its domestic system. Mormon polygamy, unlike that of 
the East, which is usually simple bigamy, flaunts itself in the face 
of the nation. So does Divorce. Society turns its back on the Mor- 
mon polygamist, but is careful not to inquire too closely into the antece- 
dents of the divorced. Yet every thoughtful person and every lover 
of his country must see that the localized assault upon the Family in 
Utah and vicinity is much less dangerous than the insidious evils that 
keep our Divorce Courts and police busy. Much as we need legisla- 
tion, we need education and reformation far more. Nor is it even these 
dissolutions of the Family bond that should trouble us so much as the 
general neglect to make the Home the centre of more of the best 
efforts we put forth. A torpid Home is the forerunner of an immoral 
one. If the present agitation of the subject of polygamy in Utah is 
attended with an equally sincere and vigorous effort to deal with our 
own part of the common evil, we shall escape the guilt of hypocrisy 
and gain power in both directions. We have continually called atten- 
tion to this phase of the subject, and had the hearty approval of 
thoughtful people in doing so. That defect in the efforts of the 
Church at reform, which leads her people to look to Congress and State 
Legislatures for work which needs doing within the field of the Church 
itself as well as in the State, has been pointed out by us more plainly 
than ever. Good results begin to appear. 

THE CHANGING ATTITUDE OF CHURCHES. 

Some of the Christian bodies of the country have always seen that 
they should take at least as much interest in the religious as in the 
legal aspects of marriage and divorce. Others are now coming to the 
same conclusion. This is one of the most hopeful things of the year. 
Our last Report called particular attention to the opportunity churches 
have of checking migration for improper marriages by the exercise of 
a principle of comity like that which the Commissions on Uniformity 
propose for adoption by the States, to which reference is made in this 
Report. 

A most unfortunate marriage in Connecticut of parties from New 
York directed public attention to the subject. Both the religious press 
and the daily newspapers were outspoken and unanimous in their opin- 
ion of the mischief that had been done. We took care to encourage 
this expression and direct thought to the evil and the need of some 
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positive action. The General Association of Connecticut (Congrega- 
tional ministers) promptly took up the subject. Their resolutions 
urged " the greatest caution before consenting in the name of religion 
to officiate at the marriage of any person who has been divorced, and 
that such consent should never be given in case of the guilty party 
divorced for adultery, nor of any other divorced person without care- 
ful examination leading to a full and exact knowledge of the facts. 
Comity, both between States and churches, should be respected. Our 
ministers should decline to marry parties who are forbidden to marry 
by a decree of courts in other States, or by the rules of other Christian 
bodies with which they are connected." More direct attention by the 
Church to the Family and the Home was also urged. 

The Baptists of Connecticut and Massachusetts took even more 
strict position regarding the marriage of divorced persons by their 
ministers. About the same time Bishop Potter of New York, Bishop 
Doane of Albany, Bishop Dudley of Kentucky, and perhaps one or two 
other Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal Church devoted a large part 
of their annual Diocesan addresses to the subject. The General Synod 
of the Reformed Church adopted resolutions regarding Marriage and 
Divorce Laws, but I do not learn that its action referred at all to any 
duties of the Church itself to the people. But the Church generally 
thus takes a position that will command the respect of the State and 
make it more willing to grant requests for better legislation. 

Among the other opportunities used was that of a request for an arti- 
cle in the Homiletical Review for October, 1899, on "The Present 
Aspects of the Divorce Question." This has called out many inquiries 
from widely separated parts of the country for further information 
concerning the League and its work. Bishop Potter's article in the 
North American for the same month has some vigorous thought re- 
garding the conditions that weaken the Family, which he sees is the 
real subject before us. 

ANOTHER DIRECTION OF CHURCH INTEREST. 

Some of the leading churches are turning their attention in an un- 
usual degree to the religious training of children. Of late there has 
been much interest in various plans for the catechetical instruction 
and other similar training of the young. This seems likely to be a 
subject of growing interest. Already churches are introducing it and 
catechisms are coming out for the purpose whiere none have existed 
before. These, however, are largely on old-fashioned lines. 

The special significance of this movement for us is that it will in- 
evitably compel attention to the religious training of the children in 
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its entirety, and this will force the Home upon our attention and 
compel a broad treatment of the whole subject. The adding of one 
new device after another for the religious training of children, with 
small regard for proportion and adjustment in order to secure a sym- 
metrical and efficient system, cannot go much farther in some of our 
churches. In many of them the children are cared for by the use of 
Sunday schools, special societies for them. Mothers' Associations, 
children's sermons, and the Home, each working separately in its own 
way in many instances. But the correlation of this work is too often 
wholly neglected, and its adjustment to the principles of pedagogy and 
to the work of the public school is rarely considered. 

READJUSTMENT. 

As our Reports of recent years have shown, we are keenly alive to 
the probability that the adjustment of the Home to the educational 
institutions of the Church and the State, carrying with it the task of 
securing a better relation of the Sunday schools and the public schools 
to each other, is one of the most important of the educational prob- 
lems of the present time. In principle it is only another step, but a 
long one, in the correlation of educational work that has been going 
on in the schools, colleges, and libraries. The growing need of 
reducing to better order the numerous societies and other agencies 
that are so thickly sown in some of our churches as to choke each 
other's growth will very likely hasten this other readjustment. The 
sense of the comparative suppression of the Home in all religious 
and educational work is steadily growing and finding voice. The 
probable necessity of reorganizing many of our local churches on a 
more scientific basis in the early future will bring the whole subject 
of the place of the Family in church work to the front. The present 
multiplicity of agencies working with little co-ordination and over- 
lapping each other, or leaving wide gaps between, threatens to scatter 
the power of the Church. 

IN THE LARGER SOCIAL MOVEMENT. 

There is no space left for extended report this year on the attention 
now given to the place the Home must hold in the political, indus- 
trial, and other social interests of the times. Our readers are referred 
to our three former Reports for what has been said and done on 
these subjects. But it may be noted here that* the tendency towards 
larger and larger social combination, either in actual form or in 
influence, which is going on in our country, has a most serious 
effect upon the two most fundamental types of the institutions of 
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Human Society. One of these two is the primary social organiza- 
tion, the Family; or, to use the more inclusive term, the Home. 
The other is the secondary organization, the Community. The 
one is the association growing out of the relation of sex. The other 
is an organized collection of individuals acting together for some 
common purpose, whether of religion, education, industry, or political 
order. The Home has all these functions within itself. This was 
true also of the Community in certain early stages of civilization. 
Now the Community has differentiated, and we have local churches, 
schools, industries, towns. But all these are communal in structure 
and function ; and within a short period the great movement towards 
larger combinations, either in definite form or real power, has gone 
on with astonishing rapidity. Power of every kind is concentrating 
in larger and larger bodies. The smaller are being exploited where 
they are not destroyed by the larger. 

What, then, is to be the future of the two fundamental and 
structural forms, the domestic and the communal? We formerly 
pointed to the single or local churchy to the neighborhood school, to 
the local industry, and to the town meeting of New England and 
other sections, or their like elsewhere, as being in the past the source 
and bulwark of our political and social Democracy. Must they yield 
their place ? Can Society reduce the functions of these two types — 
the Family and Communal group — to a lower degree still and be 
safe ? Or is there to be readjustment and renewed reliance upon 
them ? How far and in what ways should we call upon the Home 
and the Association of Individuals in purely democratic organiza- 
tions, or those essentially such, to be the great mediating institutions 
between the individual and the enormously large corporations of all 
social kinds that are at the other extreme of society ? Is exploita- 
tion of the Home by other institutions safe ? Can we permit with 
impunity the exploitation of all local institutions by the larger to go 
on without serious attention ? May not the value and very existence 
of the larger in the usefulness many of us freely concede that they 
have be dependent on the more vigorous care of the smaller and 
more fundamental ? Surely the problems of the Home are, as never 
before, the problems of the Nation itself. 

STATISTICS. 

It would seem that the time is soon coming when another collec- 
tion of statistics of marriage and divorce should be made. The 
Report of the Department of Labor closed its figures with the year 
1886. Only eight or ten States are doing this work for themselves. 
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By the time the necessary legislation can be secured and the work 
planned fifteen years more can be covered. Hardly any line of inquiry 
can be more useful than that which throws light on the formation 
and dissolution of the Family. We hope to push this work soon, and 
now call the attention of our readers to the duty of securing a good 
system of vital statistics, including births and deaths, marriages and 
divorces, in their several States. The system of Massachusetts or 
Michigan is a good one unless the addition of other details can be 
secured without danger of imperilling the measure. 

SOME IMMEDIATE NEEDS. 

The call for our Reports and special papers the past year has been 
larger than ever. But most of the special papers and some of the 
Reports are now out of print. One or two should be reprinted with 
little change. Others should be rewritten, and some new papers pre- 
pared and put in circulation. We have little use for the sensational 
or even the conventional treatment of our subjects. But experience 
shows that our special papers are widely read, that they stimulate 
further study, and often lead to important action. Professors of social 
science, ethics, and pastoral work, and of late teachers in Normal 
Schools, besides many others, make use of our literature. 

Money is needed for this work of publication and for the general 
prosecution of the work, in addition to that needed for the ordinary 
expenses and to pay the debt. We are grateful to those who have 
always been ready to support the League with contributions of money 
and have refused to let the appeals for other worthy and needy ob- 
jects stand in the way of their aid to this society, which is the only 
one wholly devoted to the Family. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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This Report as usual deals only with the chief topics of interest in 
the last year. Preceding Reports and " The Review of Fifteen Years," 
in the Report for 1895, will give the reader a survey of the field and 
work as a whole. Reports for 1890 and later years only are still in 
print. These can be sent to any who desire them. Stamps for post- 
age are always welcome. 

A small tract of fifteen pages on " The Pastor and the Home ; " a 
paper on the origin and principles of " The Home Department of the 
Sunday School ; " a Report to a National Council of Congregational 
Churches on " The Family ; " and a leaflet on " The Aims, Methods, 
and Results of our Work " can still be supplied freely to all appli- 
cants. Few copies are now in print of other and more important pa- 
pers. 

• Reports of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation can be ob- 
tained from their Secretary, Albert E. Henschel, 214 Broadway, 
New York. 

The Report of the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commis- 
sioner of Labor, on Marriage and Divorce in the United States and 
Europe, can be had on application addressed to the Department of 
Labor, Washington, D. C. 

Attention is invited to the list of generous special donations from 
many of our regular contributors, found on page 22, toward the ex- 
tinction of the debt of the League, and also to the vote at the annual 
meeting, which is recorded in the minutes. It is now hoped that the 
general public will hasten to send in sums sufficient to provide for 
the needs of the work. Let the Secretary be thus spared, as far as 
possible, the diversion of his time and thought from his chief duties. 

Associate Annual Membership is invited from those who can- 
not give large sums. This is freely granted to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year. 
Such persons become members in full for the time. If you cannot be 
a larger contributor^ will you not send your request for associate member- 
ship^ with the fee ^ and thus share in this work for the Family ? Every 
one who has profited by the work of the League, or who believes in 
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its mission, is urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of 
money. 

The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, 6io Atlantic Avenue, 
Boston, Mass., will gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to 
him. 

Correspondence relating to the work of the League should be ad- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



The Twenty-first Annual Meeting of the National League for the 
Protection of the Family was held at 2.30 p.m., in the room of Pro- 
fessor Huntington, Boston University. In the absence of the Presi- 
dent, Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., the Vice-President, George 
Harris, D.D., LL.D., presided. Prayer was offered by Dr. Harris. 
The minutes of the last meeting were read and approved. Dr. 
Daniel Merriman and Mr. William G. Benedict were appointed a 
committee to nominate officers for the ensuing year. The report of 
the Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, was presented and ac- 
cepted, and referred to Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., as Auditor. 

The report of the Executive Committee was given by Dr. George 
Harris. It was accepted and its recommendations adopted, as 
follows : — 

(i) The salary of the Corresponding Secretary, Rev. Samuel W. 
Dike, LL.D., be fixed at ;^i,8oo per annum. 

(2) Any surplus of receipts over expenditures be applied to the 
payment of the remaining indebtedness of ;^479.58. 

It was voted that the League ratify the action of the Treasurer 
in the payment of j! 1,800 to the Corresponding Secretary for the past 
year. 

The report of the Corresponding Secretary was presented by Dr. 
Dike, who read portions thereof and made comments upon parts not 
read. It was accepted and ordered printed and distributed at the dis- 
cretion of Dr. Dike. 

Mr. Herrick presented the following resolution : — 
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Resolved^ That in the death of Hon. Charles C. Burr, during the 
past year, the National League for the Protection of the Family has 
lost a valuable and devoted member, and we recall with gratitude his 
long and faithful service. 

It was voted that this resolution be spread upon the records, and a 
copy sent to the family of Mr. Burr. 

The Nominating Committee, through Dr. Merriman, reported the 
following list of officers : — 

President^ Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D. 

Fice-Presidents^ Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Presi- 
dent Seth Low, LL.D., President George Harris, D.D., LL.D. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D. 

Recording Secretary^ Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. 

Treasurer^ Mr. William G. Benedict. 

Executive Committee^ President George Harris, D.D., President M. 
H. Buckham, D.D., Prof. Francis G. Pcabody, D.D., Prof. W. E. 
Huntington, Ph.D., Rev. James DeNormandie, Prof. Albion W, 
Small, Ph.D., Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Rev. William H. 
Cobb, D.D., Mr. Everett O. Fisk, Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., Rev. 
Samuel W. Dike, LL.D. 

Voted to adjourn. C. H. SPALDING, 

Recording Secretary, 
Boston, Mass,y Jan, ^5, igoi» 



Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



We came yesterday, Jan. 24, 190 1, to the twentieth anniversary 
of our society. The past year, notwithstanding the distractions of a 
presidential campaign, has been one of much interest in our work and 
its subjects. Efforts at improved legislation are springing up almost 
spontaneously in various parts of the country. The bill of the State 
Commissions on Uniform Legislation, — now thirty-five in number, — 
which we printed last year, has been perfected and is now before many 
Legislatures for adoption. The ministers and churches of the country 
are unusually active in their interest in the better protection of the 
Family, and the study of the Family and Home in educational and 
other circles goes on increasingly. By the generous special gifts of 
many old contributors for the purpose, a little over two-thirds of our 
accumulated debt has been paid. Of these subjects we shall speak 
more fully on succeeding pages. 

INVESTIGATION. 

Inquiries for the latest statistics are coming more frequently. Un- 
trustworthy figures constantly appear in the newspapers and mislead 
the public. As the Government Report, which we secured, brought 
the statistics of marriage and divorce down to 1887 ^^^Yt ^"^ ^^ ^^^Y 
eight or ten States give annual reports on these subjects, this inquiry 
is natural. The country should know the facts for recent years. Now 
that the work of the census is out of the way we think it will be easy 
to secure a supplementary investigation, and steps for the purpose will 
be taken at the earliest practicable moment. 

Meanwhile, citizens all over the country should take measures for 
the annual collection and publication of statistics of marriage and 
divorce in their own State. Few, if any, subjects are more deserving 
of such treatment. The system adopted in Massachusetts and Michi- 
gan will serve as a model or guide. A paper of the Corresponding 
Secretary of the League, read before the International Statistical In- 
stitute, on " The Condition and Needs of Statistics of Marriage and 
Divorce," was reprinted from the Proceedings of the Institute, and 
will be sent to any one who asks for it. Will not our readers see 
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that the right parties are interested in the enactment of such a law 
in their own States as will meet the need ? 

PUBLICATIONS. 

Our publications have always been diligently sought by libraries 
and students of all classes, and greatly valued. These are now nearly 
all out of print, and our resources have not been large enough to war- 
rant the reissue of such as are of permanent value and the publication 
of others. The need here is all the greater because the tendencies 
and present sharp competition for novelties in periodical literature have 
restricted our use of reviews, and even of the religious press, in ways 
hitherto open to us. The creation of a small fund for such an object 
by some benevolent person would be a great boon to the people. 
Some of the essays, embodying the results of the studies of university 
and other students^ on various themes connected with the Family, 
are probably well worth publication and wide distribution. But small 
leaflets and the like, giving the facts regarding changes in law, pro- 
posed legislation, lines of study, and sources of information would be 
extremely useful. 

Two recent books have valuable chapters on the Family, which 
will interest those who are studying the subject in the Gospels. The 
first, issued a year or two since, is Professor Shailer Mathews's " So- 
cial Teaching of Jesus." The other, just published, is by Professor 
Francis G. Peabody, entitled " Jesus and the Social Question." A 
third, written several years ago by Rev. George Matheson, of Scot- 
land, on ^' The Spiritual Development of St. Paul,'* has a very sug- 
gestive chapter on the development of the Apostle's treatment of the 
Family. However widely many will dissent from the views of these 
writers, they afFord an opportunity to observe some of the more recent 
methods of its treatment. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION 

We printed in our Report last year a bill proposed by the State 
Commissions on Uniform Legislation — now thirty-five in num- 
ber-*— for public consideration and suggestion. This bill has since 
been carefully revised by the commissioners and is to be introduced in 
the Legislatures of the States the present winter, in the hope that a 
good beginning may be made in its general enactment. The per- 
fected bill is given below, together with the explanations of the com- 
missions in a report which they made to the American Bar Associa- 
tion for its information. 

At the request of officials of the commissions our League has given 
information concerning the bill to the religious and other newspapers, 
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and in other ways aided their work. Some of our suggestions have 
been adopted in its provisions. Public opinion is fast becoming unan- 
imous, as the subject is really understood, in the judgment that for the 
present, at least, all attempts at the amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States in the interests of uniformity through national 
legislation are unwise and a hindrance to the solution of the difficult 
problem. It may not be improbable that a similar change of opinion 
is going on regarding the proposed Anti-Polygamy amendment. Con- 
stitutional amendments have an attraction for many, especially for those 
who have never really studied the subject, but who are eager for a 
short cut to some desired end. 

THE PROPOSED UNIFORM LAW OF DIVORCE PROCEDURE. 

An Act to Establish a Law Uniform with the Laws of Other States 
Relative to Divorce Procedure and Divorce from the Bond of Mar- 
riage. 

Section i. No divorce shall be granted for any cause arising prior to the 
residence of the complainant or defendant in this State which was not a 
ground for divorce in the State where the cause arose. 

Sec. 2. No person shall be entitled to a divorce for any cause arising in 
this State who has not had actual residence in this State for at least one year 
next before bringing suit for divorce, with a bona fide intention of making 
this State his or her permanent home. 

Sec. 3. No person shall be entitled to a divorce for any cause arising out 
of this State unless the complainant or defendant shall have resided within this 
State for at least two years next before bringing suit for divorce, with a bona 
fide intention of making this State his or her permanent home. 

Sec. 4. No pertbn shall be entitled to a divorce unless the defendant shall 
have been personally served with process, if within this State, or if without 
this State, shall have had personal notice duly proved and appearing of record, 
or shall have entered an appearance in the case ; but if it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of the court that the complainant does not know the address nor 
the residence of the defendant and has not been able to ascertain either, after 
reasonable and due inquiry and search, continued for six months after suit 
brought, the court or judge in vacation may authorize notice by publication of 
the pendency of the suit for divorce, to be given in manner provided by law. 

Sec. 5. No divorce shall be granted solely upon default nor solely upon 
admissions by the pleadings, nor except upon hearing before the court in open 
session. 

Sec. 6. After divorce either party may marry again ; but in cases where 
notice has been given by publication only and the defendant has not appeared, 
no decree or judgment for divorce shall become final or operative until six 
months after hearing and decision. 

Sec. 7. Wherever the word ** divorce" occurs in this act it shall be 
deemed to mean divorce from the bond of marriage. 



Sec. 8. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

The committee add, ** This short, simple, and most moderate act is the 
outcome of much deliberation and discussion extending over three years' ses- 
sions of the Conference. The act proposed attacks directly, and we believe 
effectively, three of the greatest evils^ considered from a legal standpoint, of 
the present condition of our various and conflicting divorce laws. First, it 
does away largely with the scandal of migratory divorces. Second, it pre- 
vents the wrong of speedy decrees against absent defendants who may be ig- 
norant of any suit pending. Third, it does away with the interstate confusion 
arising from some few States forbidding remarriage, while a great majority of 
the States permit it. 

** The first section will prevent a change of residence being made in order 
to procure a divorce for a cause that is not a ground for divorce in the State 
where the cause arose, but is a ground in the State to which the party 
moves. This measure will prevent each State from having its own citizens 
defying its laws by simply going temporarily to another State, obtaining a 
divorce there that could not be obtained in the home State, and then return- 
ing to the home State after having successfully evaded its law. Migratory 
divorces will thus be largely stopped, and each State will preserve its author- 
ity over the marital status of its own citizens." 

The next three sections on residence and service hardly need explanation 
to a body of lawyers. It is well known that a fertile source of wrong-doing 
in divorce is afforded where divorce can be obtained without the knowledge 
of the other party. Theoretically, no divorce should ever be granted until the 
court has adequate proof that the other party has had notice of the pendency 
of the complaint. 

** The object of the first part of Section 4 is to secure this notice and proof 
of it for the court. In practice, however, provision must be made for those 
cases where the opposite party cannot be found. Not t9 provide for such a 
contingency would simply be to place a premium upon concealment — the 
party desirous of preventing divorce would simply go into hiding and then no 
divorce could be obtained, no matter how valid the reasons for granting it." 
It seems to us that all reasonable means have been taken in this section to 
guard against fraud. A perusal of the proposed bill will show that with the 
six months' notice required after suit brought and the six months required 
before the decree of judgment becomes operative, at least a year must elapse 
before the divorce becomes final, in cases where the defendant is not per- 
sonally served. 

As to remarriage, we believe the views of Mr. Nelson in his recent work 
on ** Divorce and Separation," vol. 2, page 566, are almost universally shared 
by the profession: — 

** The evident intent of these statutes is to prevent the guilty party from 
entering into another marriage. He having been unfaithful to the obligations 
of the first marriage, it is presumed that he is unfit to enter into a second 
marriage unless he reforms. But such prohibition is in fact a restraint of 
marriage. It leaves at large a person who by false representations may in- 
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duce an unsuspecting woman to enter into a void marriage ; or if this does 
not occur, the unfortunate defendant who cannot marry is tempted to con- 
tinue adulteries without incentive to reformation. A prohibition which re- 
strains marriage, encourages adultery, leaves the party in a position to contract 
void marriages, and takes away a natural incentive to reformation should be 
held contrary to public policy. These considerations are sufficient to justify 
the repeal of such statutes." 

If it is objected that this law would render the time necessary to acquire 
jurisdiction shorter in some few States, it is to be remembered that, different 
from most uniform laws, which require to be absolutely identical wherever 
adopted, the evident object of the bill and the result desired to be obtained 
would not render it necessary, in carrying out the intent of the act, to have 
that part of it relating to the time of residence identical or the present time of 
residence lowered, in any instance. As any one State can defeat, in some 
respects, the purposes of this Act, by not passing it, as much as though 
twenty allowed speedy divorces without the safeguards prescribed in this Act, 
it seemed to the Conference not wise to put the time limit of residence be- 
yond that of the average of all the States. 

Although this bill is simply a bill of procedure, it really goes to the sub- 
stance of the whole matter. Not only has the law of procedure, or the ad- 
jective law, always had a profound influence upon the substantive law, but 
it really becomes a part of the substantive law in this instance. 

The Conference has had under consideration a bill relating to the causes 
for divorce, but has not deemed it advisable to recommend it for passage at 
this time ; first, because of the great divergence of opinion in regard to the 
nature of the marriage contract and what are just causes of divorce, and 
secondly, because such a bill presented at this time with the Procedure Act 
might tend to prevent any improvement in legislation on this important 
subject. 

As a League we may congratulate ourselves upon the present out- 
look for Uniformity. From the first we avoided committal to the 
policy of constitutional amendment as difficult of attainment and of 
doubtful value, and something to be tried only as a last resort. For 
the sake of the necessary facts we obtained the Government Report 
on Marriage and Divorce. We brought the Committee on Uniform- 
ity of the American Bar Association, which had then accomplished 
little or nothing, into communication with the first commission created 
by a State Legislature on a plan suggested bv our own first President, 
Dr. Woolsey, of Yale University, and which Governor Robinson 
recommended to the Legislature of Massachusetts in 1884, and we 
have since aided the project in every way open to us, but without 
committing ourselves to any specific measure. The plan now being 
tried is, of course, an experiment ; but it is one of much promise, while 
it leaves the way open for the other course, if we find it necessary to 
take that. 



STATE LEGISLATION. 

Louisiana has prohibited marriage between first cousins. Virginia 
requires the clerk issuing marriage licenses to ascertain if either of the 
parties are divorced persons. New Jersey permits oath to be ad- 
ministered in inquiries for facts in cases of marriage license, and this 
fact is noted on certificate of marriage. Ohio makes it a felony for a 
parent to refuse to support a child who is an inmate of a county 
home. 

A strong movement was made in Rhode Island, whose divorces 
have reached about four hundred annually, to improve the divorce 
laws, and it nearly succeeded. It is to be renewed this winter. There 
are also steps being taken towards the same end in Maine, New York, 
South Dakota, Missouri, and California, besides the general movement 
to adopt the Uniform Procedure Bill of the Commissions. This being 
the year for most Legislatures to be in session, we may expect to re- 
port considerable progress at its close. 

We began a study of the legislation of the last ten or fifteen years, 
hoping to give a summary, but have been unable to finish the work. 
Our former Annual Reports show that the movement of legislation is 
almost invariably in the direction of reform in both marriage and divorce 
laws. Some States, like Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Wisconsin, 
have introduced good systems of marriage license law. In others de- 
fects have been remedied. California, Georgia, the Dakotas, and all 
the Territories have raised their term of residence before divorce, and 
some of these States are at work to meet other points of weakness. 
Delaware led in the principle of comity now appearing in the first sec- 
tion of the proposed Uniform Law of Procedure. These efforts will 
be much strengthened by the Bill for Uniformity now coming before 
the Legislatures. 

We probably can report another winter on the working of the new 
imperial law for Germany, of whose peculiar and interesting features 
we gave some account in our last Report. 

THE POSITION OF THE CHURCH. 

This subject has received more attention than ever the past year. 
Ministers of the Gospel are carefully considering their duty in respect 
to the celebration of the marriage of divorced persons, and of others 
whose marriage is of doubtful propriety. The correspondence of the 
League and the action of various associations of ministers and of large 
church bodies show this. 

The drift of thought seems to be towards the need of some approach 
to uniformity of action, based either on a commonly received interpre- 
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tation of the sacred Scriptures or on some principle of Christian 
comity. In short, the feeling is growing that the mischiefs of our 
conflicting State laws are matched by similar evils within the Church 
itself. If the Church is saying less than formerly about the condition 
of civil law, it is largely because it is more awake to its own defects. 
It is well that the problem of State and Church is coming to be 
recognized as a common one. 

In some places ministers of different faiths have formally agreed 
not to marry divorced persons except in case of the innocent party in 
a divorce for adultery ; but more frequently the attempt to secure this 
has resulted in failure to agree upon anything. In our former Reports, 
and elsewhere, the suggestion has been made that the more feasible 
steps be taken first. Among these are the refusal to marry strangers 
without proper introduction by responsible persons ; the refusal, on 
the principle of interdenominational comity, to marry persons who 
are under the pastoral care of other Christian communions who could 
not be married by the rules or principles of their own church ; and the 
exercise of the greatest care to be faithful to the rules or teaching of 
one's own recognized ecclesiastical authorities. 

Conscientious ministers sometimes complain that town clerks, and 
others whose duty it is to secure, under oath, the required facts re- 
garding those who apply for marriage licenses, do not always furnish 
trustworthy documents, due often to the evident perjury of applicants 
who know they will not be brought to account for the crime. This, 
of course, is corrupting public morals. 

THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

The efforts of this body to perfect its canons on marriage and di- 
vorce are watched with great interest by all Christians. 

Its difficulties are in substance such as meet all who are seriously 
studying the question. Perhaps the most fundamental need of us all 
is to find that common ground on which the ecclesiastically trained 
mind, the learned jurist, the student of social science, and the man of 
practical affairs can stand together, and from which they can intelli- 
gently study what is a common problem. 

This was one of the first necessities that confronted us in our early 
study of the subject, and recent discussions have strongly tended to 
deepen the conviction of this need. A clear discrimination of the rel- 
ative places of natural, civil, and ecclesiastical law, with the different 
meanings of the term " law " in each field ; of the ground on which the 
Great Teacher put the subject; of the use to be made of social 
science along with the grammar and lexicon in the interpretation of 
Scripture ; and of the extent and ways in which these conclusions are 
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to be applied in teaching, in individual practice, and in ecclesiastical dis- 
cipline, seem increasingly important to progress in the real solution of 
problems that have long vexed the churches. 

THE FAMILY AND RELIGION AND MORAL EDUCATION. 

There is a rapidly growing conviction that the religious and moral 
training of the young needs better methods. The Sunday school and 
other organizations do not, in the opinion of many, cover the ground, 
nor do the full work. At some points they overlap and interfere with 
each other, as is inevitable when different organizations attempt to 
care for the same class of persons without intelligent adjustment to 
each other and a common control. The revival of catechetical in- 
struction has of late had many advocates ; but others see the limita- 
tions of this method and the great need of adjusting it, when used at 
all, to modern conditions. Still others perceive that it is but a part of 
the greater problem of finding, measuring, and adjusting, to each other 
and to the common end, the different educational forces, including the 
Home, which has been the most neglected of all the educational in- 
stitutions. The Home Department of the Sunday school, now com- 
ing into great favor among Sunday-school leaders, and rapidly grow- 
ing in the number of its members, is teaching us a great lesson ; for, 
though it touches the Home at a single point and for the one imme- 
diate object of Bible study, this new form of Sunday-school work 
must continually remind us of other resources of the Home that need 
discovery and use. The growing perception that Parental Associa- 
tions are needed, in place of the present common restriction to asso- 
ciations of mothers alone, is another sign of the movement of thought 
towards the Home. Indeed, there is an increasing inquiry, in many 
directions, whether more attention must not be given to the Home. 
We report progress here on points more fully treated in recent Re- 
ports. 

THE PHYSICAL BASIS OF THE FAMILY. 

In various ways our attention has been called the past year to the 
need of greater care for the moralities of sex. Thoughtful persons 
arc giving much attention to the subject, confessedly one extremely 
difficult of wise treatment. That there is less of the coarser forms of 
the vices of sex in many parts of the country than in earlier times is 
very likely true. That vice of this kind is less open in many places 
may also be true. Whether or not it on the whole is actually increas- 
^ing may be an open question, too. And yet, with all this granted, the 

tent and influence of the evil are matters of grave concern. Its 
^rms may be more insidious and its effects more serious. The recent 
fMterances of the New England Watch and Ward Society, an organi- 
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zation that has the warmest commendation of the wisest people who 
know it, and the opinions of others who are specially devoted to this 
phase of the problem of the Family, together with the disclosures of 
those interested in municipal, reform, should warn us not to neglect 
our duty regarding the subject. 

But the point to be made here is that prevention must be largely 
the work of the Home, and in the creation of homelike conditions 
for the homeless. Direct attacks, especially if coming, as they are 
too apt to do, from persons of deficient judgment and sensibility, often 
do as much harm as good. But the patriotism of the Home, the no- 
bility of the parental relation, the wise inculcation of truth regard- 
ing the sacredness of the human body in all its conditions, the incite- 
ment to higher things, the recognition of the wholesomeness of men- 
tal and physical exercise and even toil, and the creation of a health- 
ful environment are possible and powerful preventions. Nothing can 
be more of a menace to society than any increasing insensibility of 
woman to the dignity of sex. If the temptations of wealth and social 
power in what are called the upper classes tend to this result the 
poison is sure to work downward. 

THE AID OF PRACTICAL DEMOCRACY. 

Two things especially are likely to insure the growth of the present 
interest in the Family. The first of these is the quickness of our 
people in the effort to get practical values when once discovered. 
When our people really become conscious of the distinct, positive 
value of the Home as an institution having rights of its own and a 
place and work of its own, of which neither school nor industrial pur- 
suits nor social duties nor even the Church can rob it, they will not 
be slow to act. When they clearly see what the Home does and can 
do there will be little hesitation. In our democratic society the rise 
and growth of the public school and the Sunday school as two great 
popular institutions have been easy and rapid. So much has been done 
for them in their professional literature and their distinctive ways of 
operation that they have naturally filled the popular thought to the 
relative suppression of the Home. That they have helped the Home 
and carried it along in the general progress may be freely conceded ; 
and yet the assertion is perfectly correct when we say that the Home 
has suffered from the movement ; for the growth of the school idea 
has overshadowed and choked the growth of the Home so that the 
Home has not had its share of the light and air that give life to the 
school system. When the Home gets the attention and care that 
have been so generously bestowed on the JSunday school and the 
public school, or anything like it, we shall see a great change. It is 
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from the popular appreciation of practical values when they are really 
discovered that we may find great encouragement for the future of 
the Home. 

THE CONTRAST TO BRITISH CONDITIONS. 

The death of Queen Victoria brings to mind the great debt that 
every friend of the Home owes to that sovereign for the influence of 
her private and public life upon the Family. Perhaps no one of her 
many services to her own nation and to the world will ultimately be 
regarded as greater than that which she rendered to the Family as a 
social institution. 

This calls to mind an important difference between British and 
American institutions that is too seldom considered. The idea of the 
Family enters into the very structure of the British Constitution. Its 
sovereign, one House of Parliament, much of local government, are 
directly dependent on the Family ; and the right of primogeniture both 
protects and shapes certain interests of property and society. The 
colonial policy of England is the inevitable outgrowth of her domestic 
system. The responsibilities of the head of the Family and of the 
elder brother are reproduced in colonial methods as faithfully as the 
peculiarities of a cell find expression in the living body. 

On the other hand, we are as democratic in regard to the Family 
as we are respecting the individual. We do not recognize the Family 
at all in our National Constitution. It appears in our State laws only 
as an object of some care, but not as an element of political power. 
Politically the Family is not in sight. We are purely individualistic, 
giving no recognized place to the paternal idea of Germany, nor to the 
altruism of the part of the elder brother, as in Great Britain. Hitherto 
ours has been purely a democratic fraternalism of absolute equality of 
individuals. Class distinctions based on the Family have no political 
recognition in the United States. It is true that wealth, descent, and 
purely social relations have their influence ; yet the fact remains true 
that the democratic nature of our domestic system, with all its advan- 
tages, necessarily misses that powerful something which in England 
is felt from the throne to the cottage. The perils of democracy in the 
domestic institution are a part of the price we pay for our political 
system. Looking intently at the work of the individual, we have 
taken too little notice of the work of the Family in making the indi- 
vidual. It is possible that the contrasts we are fond of showing be- 
tween our own domestic morality and that of other peoples may be 
less significant of our security than we think. The fear of Mr. Glad- 
stone for our future centred very largely upon our ability to protect 
the Family. 



THE SUPPORT OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 

But the popular discovery of the practical value of the Home to 
society and to the individual cannot fail to be hastened by the growth 
of interest in the study of Social Science. What twenty years ago was 
looked upon as chiefly mere prophecy when Elisha Mulford said that 
" Sociology is the coming science, and the Family is the key to its 
problems " is now fast becoming historical fact. We have already 
got on far enough to see that the study of the Home may soon be to 
the student of Social Science what the study of the cell has been of 
recent years to the biologist. It is quite conceivable that the future 
student for the ministry, the coming school-teacher, and the practical 
philanthropist will be required to know the Home and the Community 
life to something of the extent and with something of the thorough- 
ness which the medical student reaches in his study of cell and tissue. 
The problems of the social order, like those of the physical body, are 
to be read in a knowledge of elements of the social structure. The 
growth of Social Science, then, inevitably insures corresponding atten- 
tion to the Family. 

THE BEARING ON SOCIAL REGENERATION. 

That most difficult of all national problems, the preservation of an 
advanced, complex civilization from decay, the ability to repair the 
wastes civilization brings with it, the reconstruction of the social order 
after decay has once begun, and one which probably no people can yet 
fairly claim to have solved, — this problem of problems may soon con- 
front us. Our hope of its solution must depend on the extent and 
breadth of our social vitality. If religion must furnish the spiritual 
power it must have social knowledge for its use. The growth of a true 
Social Science — the term is here used in its most comprehensive sense 
— supplies that knowledge. The future of the study of the Home in all 
our higher institutions of learning is well assured. The highly trained 
professional worker in any portion of the social field will soon have 
what to-day is only expert knowledge of the two great fundamental 
forms of social organization, — the Family and the next higher or 
communal association. 

In the twenty years of our League's history, neither the negro problem 
in the South, nor the problem of the tenement-house in our cities, nor 
that of country districts, nor the sapping of home life by the demands 
and corruptions of wealth, have grown any less serious. Needless 
divorces, reckless marriages, sexual vices, have perhaps decreased in 
localities ; but the volume of evil is already too great for overmuch 
congratulation. And we are taking into our common life, or at least 
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into close relations with it, other peoples, one of whose fundamental 
needs is that of a better Home. 

On the other hand, public opinion is in better condition than it was 
when our work began. For the last fifteen years few attempts to 
debase farther our marriage or divorce legislation have been ventured. 
If begun, defeat has been the certain fate of the attempt. Good authority 
has said that this is one of the two or three classes of all our State 
legislation in which the improvement is most marked. The Church 
is more awake than ever to the perils and needs of the Home, though 
as yet doing hardly more than feel her way. The greatest gain is in 
the University and College. From a condition of universal neglect, 
the Family has come to have a pretty general recognition in these 
institutions and in most theological seminaries. The literature of the 
Family, though still scanty, has increased more in the last twenty years 
than in at least a hundred before that time. The various social sciences, 
like politics, economics, social ethics, pedagogy, the study of the 
defective, delinquent, and dependent classes, are all coming to attach 
more importance to the Family. Even the traditional opponent of 
the saloon is beginning to find that he must study the Home as 
well as the saloon. 

Practical philanthropy and Social Science, therefore, make sure the 
future of popular interest in the Family. Our institutions of tech- 
nology and our biological laboratories are improving our industries 
and bodily health. So the growing work in Social Science will tell 
on the conditions of our domestic life and corporate character. 

CORRESPONDENCE AND ADDRESSES. 

We reported last year a great increase in inquiries for information. 
There have been still more the past year. Over one hundred came 
in two weeks as the result of a single notice of our Report, — a no- 
tice written entirely without our knowledge. These and others like 
them come from all parts of this country and some came from other 
countries. Editors, lawyers, teachers, students, legislators, and clergy- 
men are constantly sending for information or suggestions. In turn 
we get knowledge of local conditions and movements for reform, and 
are able to initiate new measures. 

The call for addresses is again increasing. The topics of the 
Family on which these are desired are more varied and more specific, 
showing a better apprehension of the intricacies of the subject. The 
time for monographic work on the Home seems near at hand. Min- 
isters, teachers, and Women's Clubs, for example, do not now so often 
as formerly ask what they can do to secure better legislation for the 
State, but. What can be done by us in our own peculiar field of work? 
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Part of this is due to our effort to guide public opinion in this direc- 
tion, and part of it to a better sense of social proportion and what it 
requires. 

If the Secretary could give his time almost wholly to his more 
proper work, there would be a much greater gain. On the other 
hand, if he could give more personal attention to collections, the 
means for the work would be more abundant, as the receipts for De- 
cember show for a single month of such work. General Armstrong 
or Booker Washington could leave a corps of assistants at home 
while they went out to collect money. This cannot be done in a small 
society without great damage to the work. We have some contrib- 
utors who send money without being asked. Others give promptly 
when asked. We need more of these classes. We need churches and 
individuals who voluntarily put us on their regular or occasional lists. 

OUR INCOME AND EXPENDITURES. 

These are more nearly equal than in recent years. The regular 
receipts for the year increased and the expenses were reduced. Most 
of those who regularly give twenty-five dollars and upwards each year, 
and as many more annual donors of smaller sums, have this year sent 
a like amount towards the payment of the debt. During the year 
211,058 were given in this way, thus paying off over two-thirds of the 
indebtedness. A little for the same purpose has come since. Vari- 
ous delays prevented the appeal to the public which the committee 
intended to make before the year ended. The Committee on Fi- 
nance report in the minutes, on page 3. 

The League, in common with many other philanthropic interests, 
has lost a valued friend and counselor in the death of the Hon. 
Charles Chauncey Burr, of its Executive Committee. Mr. Burr was 
a man of singular kindness, tact, and practical wisdom, and was 
greatly devoted to the public welfare in many ways. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Wm. G. Benedict, Treasurer. 
In account with the National League for the Protection of the Family. 



Dr. 

Dec. 31, 1900. 

To Receipts from Contri- 
butions for General 
Expenses for the 
work of the League 
as per details in 
Cash Book .... $2,110 61 


Cr. 

Dec. 31, 1900. 

By Disbursements for the 
year 1900, as per 
Cash Book : 
General Expenses, — 
Travelling . . . 
Postage .... 
Advertising, Ex- 
press, etc. . . 
Printing .... 
Stationery • . 
Paid on account of 
Salary of Secre- 
tary ($1,800 
per annum) . . 

MEMORANDA. 

General Expenses for 1900 
Salary of Secretary .... 

Receipts for General Ex- 
penses , 

Deficiency in the year 1900 
Deficiency Dec. 31, 1899, 
$1,496 45 ; Less Spe- 
cial Contributions for 
Debt, $1,058 00 . . 

Total Deficiency Dec. 31, 
1900 


$213 58 
43 40 


« 

To Special Donations for 
reduction of Debt 
as per details in 
Cash Book .... $1,058 00 


5 40 

96 55 

8 06 

1.743 62 




$^2,110 61 




$366 99 

1,800 GO 




J52,i66 99 
^2,110 6x 




$56 38 
$438 45 


* 


$494 83 



January 28, 1901. I have this day examined the above account covering the 
year 1900, with the vouchers therefor, and I find the same correct. 

Frank Gaylord Cook, Auditor. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS.* 

Jan. a. Rev. W. H. Moore, Hartford, Conn ^3 oo 

3. Walter L. Frisbie, Watcrbury, Conn 3 00 

4. President Seth Low, LL.D., New York 50 00 

8. First Congregational Church, Waterbury, Conn. . . 25 39 

15. Hon. Chas. C. Burr, Aubumdale 40 00 

17. Mrs. Theodore D. Woolscy, New Haven, Conn. . . 50 00 

17. Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 35 00 

ao. Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H 5 00 

24. State Street Church, Portland, Me 25 00 

26. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

29. Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. •, 25 00 

31. Rev. F. B. Makepeace, Springfield i 00 

Received in January $^^7 39 

Feb. 8. Prof. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Newton Center . . ^^5 00 

9. Mrs. George H. Ide, Milwaukee, Wis i 00 

10. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

13. Charles £. Ranlett, Aubumdale 5 00 

14. Hon. William E. Dodge, New York 100 00 

14. James C. Braman, Aubumdale xo 00 

15. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

16. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

1 6. Henry G. Marquand, New York 500 

17. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 1000 

17. President Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, 

D. C 10 00 

20. Robert H. Gardiner, Chestnut Hill 5 00 

21. Wm. G. Benedict, Boston 15 00 

21. Edgar G. Miller, Baltimore, Md 5 00 

21. Rev. C. W. Huntington, Lowell 5 00 

21. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Aubumdale 10 00 

22. George Burnham, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

23. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston . 25 00 

24. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

26. Christ Church, Bay Ridge, L. 1 2 00 

27. Rev. G. L. Demarest, D.D,y Manchester, N. H. . . 5 00 

28. Prof. Ad. Tanquery, S.S., Baltimore, Md 2 00 

Received in February $zSy 00 

Mar. I. Prof. E. Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover ^5 00 

2. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

3. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

5. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt. . . 5 00 
5. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

5. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

6. Rt. Rev. William C. Doane, D.D., LL.D., Albany, 

N. Y 5 00 

Mar. 6. Woman's Missionary Society, St. Ann's Church, 

Brooklyn, N. Y 5 00 

* For ^cial donations for the debt, see page 22. 
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Sec. 8. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

The committee add, ** This short, simple, and most moderate act is the 
outcome of much deliberation and discussion extending over three years' ses- 
sions of the Conference. The act proposed attacks directly, and we believe 
effectively, three of the greatest evils^ considered from a legal standpoint, of 
the present condition of our various and conflicting divorce laws. First, it 
does away largely with the scandal of migratory divorces. Second, it pre- 
vents the wrong of speedy decrees against absent defendants who may be ig- 
norant of any suit pending. Third, it does away with the interstate confusion 
arising from some few States forbidding remarriage, while a great majority of 
the States permit it. 

**The first section will prevent a change of residence being made in order 
to procure a divorce for a cause that is not a ground for divorce in the State 
where the cause arose, but is a ground in the State to which the party 
moves. This measure will prevent each State from having its own citizens 
defying its laws by simply going temporarily to another State, obtaining a 
divorce there that could not be obtained in the home State, and then return- 
ing to the home State after having successfully evaded its law. Migratory 
divorces will thus be largely stopped, and each State will preserve its author- 
ity over the marital status of its own citizens." 

The next three sections on residence and service hardly need explanation 
to a body of lawyers. It is well known that a fertile source of wrong-doing 
in divorce is afforded where divorce can be obtained without the knowledge 
of the other party. Theoretically, no divorce should ever be granted until the 
court has adequate proof that the other party has had notice of the pendency 
of the complaint. 

** The object of the first part of Section 4 is to secure this notice and proof 
of it for the court. In practice, however, provision must be made for those 
cases where the opposite party cannot be found. Not Mb provide for such a 
contingency would simply be to place a premium upon concealment — the 
party desirous of preventing divorce would simply go into hiding and then no 
divorce could be obtained, no matter how valid the reasons for granting it." 
It seems to us that all reasonable means have been taken in this section to 
guard against fraud. A perusal of the proposed bill will show that with the 
six months' notice required after suit brought and the six months required 
before the decree of judgment becomes operative, at least a year must elapse 
before the divorce becomes final, in cases where the defendant is not per- 
sonally served. 

As to remarriage, we believe the views of Mr. Nelson in his recent work 
on *' Divorce and Separation," vol. 2, page 566, are almost universally shared 
by the profession: — 

*' The evident intent of these statutes is to prevent the guilty party from 
entering into another marriage. He having been unfaithful to the obligations 
of the first marriage, it is presumed that he is unfit to enter into a second 
marriage unless he reforms. But such prohibition is in fact a restraint of 
marriage. It leaves at large a person who by false representations may in- 
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duce an unsuspecting woman to enter into a void marriage ; or if this does 
not occur, the unfortunate defendant who cannot marry is tempted to con- 
tinue adulteries without incentive to reformation. A prohibition which re- 
strains marriage, encourages adultery, leaves the party in a position to contract 
void marriages, and takes away a natural incentive to reformation should be 
held contrary to public policy. These considerations are sufficient to justify 
the repeal of such statutes." 

If it is objected that this law would render the time necessary to acquire 
jurisdiction shorter in some few States, it is to be remembered that, different 
from most uniform laws, which require to be absolutely identical wherever 
adopted, the evident object of the bill and the result desired to be obtained 
would not render it necessary, in carrying out the intent of the act, to have 
that part of it relating to the time of residence identical or the present time of 
residence lowered, in any instance. As any one State can defeat, in some 
respects, the purposes of this Act, by not passing it, as much as though 
twenty allowed speedy divorces without the safeguards prescribed in this Act, 
it seemed to the Conference not wise to put the time limit of residence be- 
yond that of the average of all the States. 

Although this bill is simply a bill of procedure, it really goes to the sub- 
stance of the whole matter. Not only has the law of procedure, or the ad- 
jective law, always had a profound influence upon the substantive law, but 
it really becomes a part of the substantive law in this instance. 

The Conference has had under consideration a bill relating to the causes 
for divorce, but has not deemed it advisable to recommend it for passage at 
this time ; first, because of the great divergence of opinion in regard to the 
nature of the marriage contract and what are just causes of divorce, and 
secondly, because such a bill presented at this time with the Procedure Act 
might tend to prevent any improvement in legislation on this important 
subject. 

As a League we may congratulate ourselves upon the present out- 
look for Uniformity. From the first we avoided committal to the 
policy of constitutional amendment as difficult of attainment and of 
doubtful value, and something to be tried only as a last resort. For 
the sake of the necessary facts we obtained the Government Report 
on Marriage and Divorce. We brought the Committee on Uniform- 
ity of the American Bar Association, which had then accomplished 
little or nothing, into communication with the first commission created 
by a State Legislature on a plan suggested by our own first President, 
Dr. Woolsey, of Yale University, and which Governor Robinson 
recommended to the Legislature of Massachusetts in 1884, and we 
have since aided the project in every way open to us, but without 
committing ourselves to any specific measure. The plan now being 
tried is, of course, an experiment ; but it is one of much promise, while 
it leaves the way open for the other course, if we find it necessary to 
take that. 



Dec. 27. Dr. G. Pierepont Davis, Hartford, Conn 25 oo 

27. Trinity Church, Hartford, Conn 5 00 

27. Rev. Chas. E. Jefferson, New York 5 00 

28. Rev. James Bixler, New London, Conn 5 00 

29. Mrs. Daniel Merriman, Cambridge 10 00 

29. Rev. Llewellyn Pratt, D.D., Norwich, Conn 10 00 

29. Gen. W. A. Aiken, Norwich, Conn 5 00 

29. A. C. Tenney, Chelsea 2 00 

29. Miss Mary I. Lockwood, New London, Conn. ... 5 00 

29. Rev. S. L. Blake, D.D., New London, Conn. ... 5 00 

31. Rev. F. E. Clark, D.D., Auburndalc 5 00 

31. William P. Ellison, Newton lo 00 

31. «« A Member, Eliot Church," Newton 5 00 

31. President G. Stanley Hall, LL.D., Worcester .... 5 00 

31. Hon. L. D. Brewster, Danbury, Conn 5 00 

31. Francis B. Sears, Boston 5 00 

31. First Church, Nashua, N. H 12 00 

31. Rev. F. B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

31. Francis Lynde Stetson, New York 30 00 

31. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Auburndale 10 00 

31. Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., New York 25 00 

31. Trinity Church, Boston 25 00 

31. First Church, Meriden, Conn 25 00 

31. Central Church, Worcester 8 05 

31. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

Received in December ^^780 05 

SPECIAL RECEIPTS FOR DEBT. 

Mar. 6. Hon. William E. Dodge, New York jjioo 00 

9. President Seth Low, LL.D., New York 100 00 

10. The Very Rev. Eugene A. Hoffman, D.D., LL.D., 

New York 50 00 

12. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

13. Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

16. ** A Vermont Lady" 50 00 

16. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith,D.D.,Washington,D.C. 10 00 

April 2. Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. 25 00 

2. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston 25 00 

2. John Nicholas Brown, Providence, R. I. . . . . 25 00 

2. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn. 25 00 

4. President George Harris, LL.D., Amherst .... 15 00 

10. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge .... 25 00 

11. Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham 5 00 

12. St. Anne's Church, Lowell 15 00 

14. Rev. Francis Goodwin, Hartford, Conn 20 00 

19. Rev. John Brown, D.D., New York 5 00 

21. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Cambridge 50 00 

23. Rt. Rev. Leighton Coleman, D.D., LL.D., Wilming- 
ton, Del 2 00 

26. W. P. Henzy, Philadelphia, Penn 20 00 
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May 5. C. W. Wilder, Newton . 10 00 

12. George Burnham, Sr., Philadelphia, Penn 35 00 

29. Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

29. James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 00 

29. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge ... 5 00 

31. Morris K. Jesup, New York . . . . • 10 00 

June II. Hon. Simeon £. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. 50 00 

19. Hon. Lyman D. Brewster, Danbury, Conn 5 00 

21. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

22. E. R. Brown, Dover, N. H 10 00 

23. Miss Mary I. Lockwood, New London, Conn. . . 5 00 

23. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York 20 00 

23. Mrs. William E. Dodge, Sr., New York 10 00 

23. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Auburndale 10 00 

23. Edwin Ginn, Winchester 10 00 

23. Mrs. Horace Dutton, Aubumdale 6 00 

25. Coolidge S. Roberts, Cambridge 20 00 

July 5. Charles Dudley Warner, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

5. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown ... 10 00 

5. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

18. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

18. Hon. Charles C. Burr, Auburndale 10 00 

Aug. 8. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

Nov. 1 8. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn. ... 25 00 

Dec. 3. Prof. J. Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

17. Rev. Lewis F. Benson, Philadelphia, Penn. ... 10 00 

29. The Corresponding Secretary 100 00 

Total $i>o58 00 



OUR AIMS, METHODS, AND 

RESULTS. 

THE AIM of the League is twofold : to protect the Family and 
to make it more efficient for good. Without dogmas or pet measures 
of its own, it seeks to be an adequate and efficient agency for all who 
desire the stability and improvement of the Family as a social institu- 
tion. 

A COMPREHENSIVE VIEW is taken of its special problems. 
The Family is such a whole, and so related to other social institutions, 
that Marriage, Divorce, Polygamy, Chastity, etc., are parts of one 
subject, and that one that is vital to every interest of religion, education, 
industry, and patriotism. The relative neglect of the Family in the past is 
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an additional and urgent reason for special interest in it now. The pi 
ress of Social Science will inevitably turn attention to the Family. 

ITS METHODS follow these lines: the collection of facts, by 
disinterested official statisticians when practicable, the introduction of, 
the study of the Family in educational institutions and elsewhere, the 
publication of articles in reviews and other periodicals, public i 
dresses, personal conferences, and correspondence. 

RESULTS arc already important. The League secured the Gi 
ernmcnt Report on Marriage and Divorce. It has stimulated and 
directed public opinion. It has shared with other agencies in bringing 
about marked improvement in the Marriage and Divorce Laws of 
many States. This affects the system of marriage license and regis- 
tration, procedure in divorce cases, restrictions on migratory divorces, 
the removal of " omnibus clauses," and the careful and effective treat- 
ment of the problem of uniform legislation, nowin the handsof com- 
missions from three-fourths of the States. 

Educational conditions are greatly changed. The study of the 
Family is now frequent in educational institutions and elsewhere. The 
Home is coming to be a distinctly recognized factor in the problems 
of church, school, and philanthropic efforts. The Home Department 
of the Sunday school is fast gaining favor and is pointing the way to 
other things for the Home. And there is such a general interest in 
Social Science as soon to compel study of the Family and its uses, 
much as biology has forced attention to the cell. 

ITS FRIENDS. These may be found in the names of our offi- 
cers and contributors, the scores of our best colleges, universities, 
theological seminaries, and other schools that have invited our lectures 
and sought our publications, the opening of our best periodicals to our 
papers, the aid our own and foreign offices give to our investigations, the f 
service of our Secretary in investigations and associations of scientific 
men, the interest of eminent men in England and elsewhere in our 
work, and, best of all, perhaps, the grateful words and eager inquiries 
that come from students, teachers, pastors, and home and forei; 
missionaries. These show who are the friends of the Leagi 

For a fuller sketch of the movement and work, see " The Review' 
Fifteen Years " and the annual reports generally. 
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Notices, 



This Report, as usual, deals only with the chief topics of interest in 
the last year. Preceding Reports will be found useful for a similar rea- 
son. Reports for 1890 and most later years, except 1898, can still be 
supplied to those who may need them. This includes the Report of 
1895, " A Review of Fifteen Years," of which some copies are still 
available. Stamps for postage are always welcome. 

A small tract of fifteen pages on " The Pastor and the Home ; " a 
paper on the origin and principles of " The Home Department of the 
Sunday School ; " a Report to the National Council of Congregational 
Churches on " The Family ; " and a leaflet on " The Aims, Methods, 
and Results of Our Work " can still be supplied freely to all appli- 
cants. Few copies are now in print of other and more important pa- 
pers. 

Reports of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation can be ob- 
tained from their Secretary, Albert E. Henschel, 214 Broadway, 
New York. 

The Report of the Hon. Carroll E. Wright, LL.D., Commis- 
sioner of Labor, on Marriage and Divorce in the United States and 
Europe, can be had on application addressed to the Department of 
Labor, Washington, D. C. 

Unsolicited contributions are doubly useful in a society like the 
League. The time and thought of the Corresponding Secretary should 
be conserved for his proper work. 

Associate Annual Membership is invited from those who can- 
not give large sums. This is freely granted to all proper persons, both 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment of Jive dollars for the year. Such 
persons become members in full for the time. If you cannot be a larger 
contributor^ will you not send your request for associate membership^ with 
the fee ^ and thus share in this work for the Family ? Every one who 
has profited by the work of the League, or who believes in its mission, 
is urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of money. 

The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, 610 Atlantic Avenue, 
Boston, Mass., will gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to 
him. 



Correspondence relating to the wo?k of the League should be ad- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



The Twenty-second Annual Meeting of the National League for 
the Protection of the Family was held at the Diocesan House, on 
Joy Street, at 2.30 p.m. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., pre- 
sided in the absence of the President. Bishop Lawrence offered 
prayer. The Recording Secretary read the records of the last meet- 
ing, and they were approved. The Report of the Treasurer was pre- 
sented by Mr. Wm. G. Benedict, which was accepted and referred 
to Mr. W. B. Herrick as auditor. 

The following resolution was voted : — 

Resolved^ That the National League for the Protection of the 
Family, which under its former name of the National Divorce Re- 
form League proposed and did much to secure the report on marriage 
and divorce which was made by the Department of Labor, the Hon. 
Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commissioner, in 1889, ^^^ desires that 
Congress make provision for such a supplementary investigation and 
report as will bring that earlier work from 1886 down to date. This 
is urged in the belief that such a work is now greatly needed, and will 
prove of much value, in the study and practical treatment of social 
and legal questions of present and permanent concern to the entire 
people of the United States. 

The Corresponding Secretary, S. W. Dike, LL.D., submitted his 
annual report, of which he read only certain parts and commented 
upon other parts. The report was adopted, and Dr. Dike was in- 
structed to print and circulate the same according to his discretion. 
It was voted that the officers of last year serve for the ensuing year. 

President^ Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D. 

Vice-Presidents^ Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Hon. 
Seth Low, LL.D., President George Harris, D.D., LL.D. 
Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D. 
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Recording Secretary^ Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. 

Treasurer^ Mr. William G. Benedict. 

Executive Committee^ President George Harris, D.D. , LL.D., Presi- 
dent M. H. Buckham, D.D., LL.D., Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., 
Prof. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Rev. James De Normandie, Prof. 
Albion W. Small, Ph.D., Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Rev. William 
H. Cobb, D.D., Mr. Everett O. Fisk, Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., 
Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D. 

Voted to adjourn. 

C. H. SPALDING, 

Recording Secretary. 
Boston, Mass,, Jan, 22, igo2. 



Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The year 190 1 has, on the whole, witnessed a decided increase of 
interest in the Family and its various problems. In one direction 
this increase of interest is remarkable. The proposed canon on 
marriage and divorce for the Protestant Episcopal Church had a 
large place in public discussion throughout the year. Christians of 
all faiths and citizens without regard to their ecclesiastical affiliations 
watched the discussion and studied the subject anew. Our own 
correspondence brought many inquiries for information both before 
and after the Convention at San Francisco. Indeed, the call from 
Episcopalians for information and lectures or addresses has increased 
since the Convention adjourned. 

A PRESENT PROBLEM OF THE CHURCHES. 

It is significant that almost at the same time and in two cities as far 
apart as San Francisco and Portland, Me., and without the slightest 
preconceived arrangement, the General Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church and the National Council of the Congregational 
churches took substantially the same action. This was the appoint- 
ment of committees by each body to arrange, if possible, with as many 
Christian bodies as possible, some plan of harmonious action in regard 
to the marriage of divorced persons and others who cannot be married 
without violation of the regulations of the churches concerned. 

Our last Report spoke of this point at some length, and made some 
practical suggestions which seem to have been favorably received. 
Already members of these committees have invited suggestions from us. 
Some of these appear in a letter in the Churchman of Jan. 18, 1902. 
It is to be hoped that some reasonable plan may be devised by which 
the churches of the country may support each other in their efforts to 
maintain a higher standard regarding the sacred character of marriage. 
Of course this is only one of many parts of the subject of the Family 
needing attention. But harmonious action here may lead to still 
larger things. Let us do what we can, even though we come far short 
of our ideals. Beginning with those things that seem easiest of accom- 
plishment, we may go on to the larger tasks with greater confidence. 



The hearty co-operation of nearly a dozen religious bodies in Rhode 
Island, to which reference will be made later in this Report, shows 
what can be done in this direction by courtesy and good sense. The 
problems of the Church here, as in other things, often closely resemble 
those of the State, and their solution may well go on together. Some 
of our churches have yet to learn how much they can do towards the 
improvement of municipal conditions by a thorough and business-like 
attention to ecclesiastical affairs. If we may use the term in no narrow 
sense, we often need to learn that training in good churchmanship is 
the best of contributions to good citizenship. 

THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

This has been about the same in amount as is usual in the year 
when most Legislatures meet and in the right direction. 

District of Columbia. Congress has radically changed the di- 
vorce laws of the District at the request of leading citizens, who were 
much disturbed by the abuses under the old law, and who believed that 
the capital of the nation should set a high standard for the country. 
Only one of the four grounds for absolute divorce formerly allowed is 
retained, — that of adultery. For the other three, — cruelty, drunk- 
enness, and desertion, — separation from bed and board only is now 
permitted. The term of residence before application for divorce can 
be made has been increased to three years. 

Florida. The Acts of the last Legislature are not yet at hand ; 
but it is credibly reported that this State has, at the instance of a rich 
resident or citizen, made insanity a ground for divorce, but not with- 
out vigorous protest. This is the only step backward in the year's 
legislation. 

Indiana. An Emergency Act, so called, has been passed in this 
State. This applies only to Marion County, which includes the city 
of Indianapolis, where there were 626 divorces in the year 1900, to 
2,363 marriages in the same period. This Act requires the appear- 
ance for the State of the Prosecuting Attorney of the county in all 
cases in which there is no bona fide appearance of counsel for the 
defence. 

Minnesota joins the States in the West that now prohibit the 
solicitation of divorce business by any form of advertising. It also 
follows another growing practice in legislation by making unlawful the 
marriage of divorced persons within six months of the entry of the 
final decree of divorce. This is enforced by penalties both against the 
party making false statements and the clerks of courts who may issue 
licenses contrary to this law. The imbecile, feeble-minded, epileptic, 
and insane are prohibited from marrying. The requirements for the 
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record of the certificates of the ordination of ministers to qualify them 
for the legal performance of the marriage ceremony are extended to 
licentiates as well as to ordained ministers. 

Nevada. This State has adopted this growing custom of Western 
legislation, and enacts a law requiring that certificates of ordination 
or license to preach be presented to the court, and that then licenses 
to celebrate marriage be issued. 

New Hampshire provides for the better annual collection of di- 
vorce statistics, and calls for returns from the courts of all divorces 
granted since 1858. 

New York has a new statute defining those who may lawfully 
celebrate marriages. This State, after many years' agitation, has now 
regulated her so-called common-law marriages, very much in the way 
recommended not long ago by the Commissions on Uniform Legisla- 
tion. All marriages by mutual consent alone must be in the form of 
a written contract. This contract must be signed by the two parties 
to it, and duly witnessed and subscribed by at least two other per- 
sons, with date and place, in the same manner as in case of the con- 
veyance of real estate. And the contract must be filed in the ofEce of the 
town or city clerk within six months. Another important law authorizes 
the State Board of Health to publish statistics of births and marriages 
as well as of deaths. It is to be regretted that divorces were not also 
included. 

North Dakota has two new laws in the direction in which State 
legislation has been moving in recent years. One forbids the remar- 
riage of divorced persons for three months after the decree of divorce. 
The other has removed incurable insanity from the State list of causes. 
The recent law increasing the term of required residence before di- 
vorce from ninety days to one year is retained. 

Oregon now forbids the remarriage of all divorced persons for 
six months after the decree of divorce. This Act of the year 1900 
was not reported a year ago, as we should have done. 

Wisconsin also forbids the remarriage of all divorced persons, but 
makes the term one year. Special permission, however, to marry 
sooner may be granted by the court. 

Wyoming is reported to have raised the term of residence before 
divorce from six months to one year, but no copy of the laws of the 
last session of the Legislature is at hand for verification. 

Our New Possessions. Congress has slightly changed the laws 
in these relating to marriage and divorce. Hawaii grants divorce for 
adultery, imprisonment for life, or more than seven years, and for 
leprosy. The Civil Code of Porto Rico and the Philippines seems to 
have been modified but little. Absolute divorce is not allowed. The 



causes for judicial separation are now adultery of either party, actual 
violence and grave insults, violence to the wife to make her change 
her religion, proposal of the husband to prostitute his wife or children, 
and condemnation of either party to hard labor. 

THE TREND OF LEGISLATION. 

For the year this follows the general course of the last ten or fif- 
teen years. This has covered the prescription of parties who may 
celebrate marriages; the adoption of the better system of marriage 
licenses ; the more careful regulation of the returns of marriages ; the 
exclusion of divorce advertising ; the repeal of ^^ omnibus clauses " 
and generally of the statutes permitting divorce for insanity ; the in- 
crease of the term of residence required before divorce from lesser 
periods to at least one year ; and the provision against the immediate 
marriage of divorced persons. A strong tendency towards uniformity 
holds throughout. 

Of the important exceptional legislation, which seems likely to 
have more or less following, is that of New York and the District of 
Columbia already reported, and especially the law of Delaware in- 
tended to keep parties from coming into the State for divorce, and to 
respect principles of inter-state comity. The Commissions on Uni- 
formity now recommend it in the following form : — 

Section i. ^^ No divorce shall be granted for any cause arising prior 
to the residence of the complainant or defendant in this State, which 
was not ground for divorce in the State where the cause arose." 

Section 2. " The word ' divorce ' in this Act shall be deemed to 
mean divorce from the bond of marriage." 

As this is hardly a measure of procedure, the Commissioners have 
taken it out of the list of sections reported under that head a year ago 
and given it a place by itself, making it a separate Act instead of a 
section of their one general bill. 

THE NEW AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTION. 

Among the powers expressly given to thq Australian Parliament by 
this document are ^^ marriage ; divorce and matrimonial causes; and in 
relation thereto parental rights, and the custody and guardianship of 
children." From Quick and Garran's Annotated ^Constitution of 
Australia we learn certain things of interest to us in this country. At 
first there was a strong desire to leave the last clause in such a way as 
to give Parliament complete control of these subjects in all cases; but 
it was finally restricted to cases connected with divorce and matrimonial 
causes only. It was found ^^anomalous for a Federal law to dissolve a 
marriage, and for a State law to decide the destiny of the children of 
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the marriage." And to quote further: ^^ Outside and independent of 
the area covered by divorce and matrimonial causes, the power of the 
State to deal with parental rights remains unchanged." 

This attempt at the distribution of the various parts of Family law, 
giving part into the control of the Parliament and leaving the rest to 
the care of the State Legislatures, will be watched with much interest for 
its possible difficulties in practice. I called attention to the point as one 
needing attention in our own discussion of uniformity by Constitutional 
amendment, in an article in the Arena of September, 1890, and noted it 
in our Report for the same year. It certainly is an element in our prob- 
lem of uniformity if sought through an amendment of the Constitution 
carrying marriage and divorce over to the control of Congress, though 
it may or may not be of conclusive force. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION. 

We are unable to report the adoption of the proposed Uniform Law 
of Divorce Procedure by any States as yet. Several causes have con- 
tributed to this. Attention has been concentrated largely upon another 
measure of the Commissions on Uniformity, which the Commissions 
desire to precede the Divorce Procedure Bill, — that relating to Nego- 
tiable Bills, which has been enacted in seventeen States. A warm 
discussion has sprung up in high legal circles over the latter measure, 
and this has tended to delay, for a time, action upon all recommenda- 
tions of the Commissions. Then the Commissioners, being themselves 
without compensation, except in a few instances for travelling expenses, 
cannot as a rule afford the time and money necessary to bring their 
measures before Legislatures. So only those proposals which appeal 
more directly to pecuniary interests,like that relating to Negotiable Bills, 
get much attention, unless in a case like that of Rhode Island, where 
the three eminent lawyers who are the Commissioners on Uniformity 
have given much attention to the subject, aiding the clergymen and 
other citizens having the matter in charge in every practicable way. 

We urge our friends in every State and Territory, especially in the 
thirty-three which now have these Commissions, to initiate movements 
for reform in their own States. These need not seek for large num- 
bers or hold great public meetings ; but they should enlist a goodly 
number of representative men of high standing and experience in pub- 
lic affairs. Most States have abuses peculiar to themselves or common 
to many. Attention should be given to these and to the measures 
recommended by the Commissions on Uniformity. The two objects 
may and should be secured without conflict. The Bill of the Com- 
missions may be found in our own Report of a year ago, and in its 
slightly changed form, in the last Report of the Commissions them- 



selves, just issued. The President of the Commissions, Hon. Amasa M. 
Eaton, Providence, R. I., will doubtless answer all inquiries concerning 
this work that may be addressed to him. The patriotic and self-sacri- 
ficing efforts of these Commissioners should receive the hearty co- 
operation of citizens of all classes. Their work has been said to be the 
most important of the kind ever undertaken in the country. 

DIVORCE BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. 

This subject has not reached the Supreme Court of the United 
States, if we mistake not, in more than a score of cases in its entire 
history. Of these, four were decided, or opinions announced, the past 
year, and in a way, it is claimed by the Commissioners on Uniformity, 
that shows that their proposed Uniform Act would be sustained by 
the Court should cases under it be carried up from the State courts. 
These four cases are known as Atherton vs. Atherton, Bell vs. Bell, 
Streitwolf vs. Streitwolf, Lynch vs. Lynch. (See opinions of the 
United States Supreme Court, October term, 1900.) 

DIVORCE REFORM IN RHODE ISLAND. 

The movement for divorce reform in Rhode Island, of which we 
took notice a year ago, and which nearly succeeded then, has been 
renewed on a broader basis and with increased energy. It has the 
support of representative men from nearly all the religious organiza- 
tions of the State and of the highest standing as jurists, educators, and 
business men. Abundant time has been taken to study the subject 
thoroughly in the best light. A bill has been drawn after the most 
careful criticism, and introduced in the Legislature, the Governor 
having also urged reform in his message. The proposed law strikes 
at certain evils peculiar to Rhode Island, but also incorporates the 
essential provisions of the bill recommended by the State Commission 
on Uniform Legislation. 

STATISTICS OF MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

The call for the latest statistics is increasing. Many are anxious to 
get the data since 1886, the last year whose figures were included in 
the Report of the Department of Labor at Washington, which was 
published in 1889. As only eight or nine States collect and publish 
their statistics of marriage and divorce, and many changes have since 
been made in the laws relating to these subjects, it has become very 
important that a supplementary investigation be ordered to bring that 
Report down to date. When this is done we can study the movement 
for thirty-five years with a good degree of intelligence. The problem 
of uniformity will have further light thrown upon it. We have already 
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alten steps to secure this investigation as soon as practicable. The 
esolulion of the League will be found in the Minutes. All interested 
ire requested to urge provision for it upon their representatives in 
Congress. A comparatively small sum of money only is needed for 
:he work. 

SUGGESTIVE FIGURES. 

Our own collection of statistics from the few sources open to 
>rivate effort gives some interesting results. Connecticut, once re- 
garded as the worst of Eastern States in respect of easy divorce, now 
ihows some improvement as compared with the increase of popula- 
:ion, and even absolutely ; for she has granted fewer divorces in the 
ast seven years than in the preceding seven. A better public senti- 
nent and a more careful procedure of the courts seem to be the chief 
easons for this. The ratio of divorces to marriages is now i to 15.8. 
[n earlier years it was as high as i to 9. Rhode Island, on the con- 
:rary, now grants four hundred or more annually, or i to 8.2 mar- 
iages. In Massachusetts divorces are increasing, though as yet the 
ado is not more than i to 20.2, and the number granted in 1889 
*as 1,163. ^ have tried in vain to get New Jersey figures for recent 
/ears ; for although this State adds desertion to the one cause for 
vhich divorce is permitted in New York, her rate is much lower than 
n New York. One divorce to fifty marriages is about th« highest 
"atio known in New Jersey. This is largely due to the peculiar con- 
litions of the administration of the divorce laws in that State, which 
)uts alt divorce suits into its Court of Chancery, whose methods se- 
cure thorough trials. 

Three or four typical States in the interior give some striking fig- 

ires. Diyof ces inOidalKifDa increased from 2,270 in 1889 to 3i2i7 

"^^""■"Ril the ratio to marriages has become i to 10. g. There 

— ■" 'he vear 1900, or i to 9,6 mar- 

-— o-ranted. In 

_^ ichiiran 
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Almost 
^s were 
: States 
te have 
ncreased rapidly, x.. . , ) 41O31 

livorces, and 4,699 in the year 190^. _ ratio of 

livorces to the marriages of the same year became » .. _ for the 
mtire State, and as was shown in another place, much worse in the 
rounty containing Indianapolis. 



We are assured that the data showing the number of divorced per- 
sons married each year in Connecticut will be tabulated. The admi- 
rable vital statistics of Michigan give much excellent material for study. 
The German statistics for 1900, the first year under the uniform law 
for the entire empire, have not yet reached us. It is difficult for pri- 
vate parties to bring together the figures of even a few States and 
countries for recent years. A supplementary report by the Depart- 
ment of Labor can easily enable us to do this for our own and many 
other countries, and with many valuable details of the great social 
movement which it indicates. 

A LOW BIRTH-RATE. 

The slow growth or positive decrease in the members of Sunday 
schools and some other agencies of the churches has drawn atten- 
tion to the low birth-rate that prevails in some of our States, espe- 
cially in that class of population known as the native stock. Some 
of our States show a birth-rate so much lower than that of France, 
where the subject has become a matter of grave public concern, that 
it has been assigned as the chief or leading cause for the decline of 
Sunday schools and of public schools in country towns, and perhaps 
of other associations made up of the young. Two things, however, 
should be said in qualification. There has been no such recent and 
sudden decline in the birth-rate as the losses in Sunday schools 
indicate. On the contrary, it has been going on for thirty or forty 
years, with fluctuations usually periodic. And again, American statis- 
tics of births are as a rule hardly complete enough to warrant very 
confident conclusions from comparisons made with other countries. 

But after making these allowances, we must say that students and 
friends of American family life may well give serious attention to the 
evidently lessening size of the American family that has been going on 
for several generations on American soil. If French patriotism is con- 
cerned for its low birth-rate a half-century or so too late, we may do well 
to consider our own tendencies before recovery is practically impossible, 
or extremely difficult. So far as the statistics go the situation is be- 
ginning to be a grave one. A serious feature with us is that the fewest 
children are often, if not generally, found in families apparently the best 
able, in a general way, to care for them, leaving the less fit to make the 
larger contributions to the succeeding generations. It is alleged, too, 
that sterility among American women is increasing, from various 

causes. 

LECTURES AND ADDRESSES. 

Lectures have been given the past year in the Episcopal Divinity 
School in Cambridge, and the Berkeley Divinity School in Middle- 
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town, Ct.; in the Theological Seminaries in Andover, Newton, and 
Hartford ; in the University of Pennsylvania, and the Woman's Col- 
lege in Baltimore. Some other engagements have been put over to the 
present year. Various clubs, ministerial associations, and conferences 
or conventions have invited addresses. This department of work would 
be used more if we had more money for general expenses and more 
time could be spared from the work of correspondence — always an 
absorbing and important part of the duties of the Secretary — and from 
the collection of the necessary funds to support the work. The last is 
a serious draft upon his energies, though it may take less of his time 
than the proper correspondence that comes to him from those interested 

in our various subjects. 

PUBLICATIONS. 

We are continually asked for publications of our own that we are no 
longer able to furnish, for lack of funds for printing. Nearly all our 
former issues are now out of print, and the determination to keep our 
expenses as far as possible within our resources has prevented their re- 
issue and the publication of other papers. 

Mr. James Bryce has just given to the public a large volume of 
Essays in Jurisprudence and History (Macmillan and Company). 
Nearly one hundred pages of this book are given to a study of " Mar- 
riage and Divorce under Roman and English Law." Probably no one 
is so competent for the treatment of this subject from the point of view 
given by historical jurisprudence as Mr. Bryce. Those who wish for 
a clear and authentic presentation of the subject in its historical rela- 
tions should read this essay. Of our American legislation Mr. Bryce 
says, it ^^ presents the largest and the strangest, and perhaps the sad- 
dest body of legislative experiments in the sphere of family law which 
free self-governing communities have ever tried." 

Mr. Bryce, in summing up the general result of his survey, says in 
his closing paragraph : ^^ The material progress of the world, the mas- 
tery of man over nature through a knowledge of her laws, the diffusion 
of knowledge and of the opportunities for acquiring it, are themes 
which ceaselessly employ the tongues of speakers and the pens of jour- 
nalists, while they swell with pride the heart of the ordinary citizen. 
But they are not the things upon which the moral advancement of 
mankind or the happiness of individuals chiefly turns. They co-exist, 
as the statistics of recent years show, with an increase over all, or 
nearly all, civilized countries, of lunacy, of suicide, and of divorce." 

We wish that Mr. Bryce's essay could be reprinted in separate form 
for general use and read along with the analysis of the laws of marriage 
and divorce in the United States and Europe given in the Government 
Report of 1889, which we hope will be brought down to date soon. 
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THE HOPEFUL OUTLOOK. 

There are some, probably many, who, feeling the force of these 
words of Mr. Bryce, and experiencing some disappointment over the 
failure of the great effort of the Protestant Episcopal Church to reach 
an agreement concerning its own canons, and of the Commissions 
on Uniformity to get their proposed Act adopted in a single State, 
will take a gloomy view of the present situation. We do not share 
this despondency, and for several reasons. Interest in the subject has 
undoubtedly deepened and extended the past year far more than usual. 
This in the long run is better than the adoption of many measures 
with less interest. Then it seems to us, as our Report last year in- 
dicated, that the deeper feeling is growing that in the Church as well 
as in the State, whatever action is proposed must rest on broad and 
sure foundations. Neither more Biblical interpretation, nor ecclesias- 
tical tradition, nor legal history, nor physiological consideration, nor 
social science will alone afford a safe and sufficient ground for ap- 
proach to the solution of the problems of marriage and divorce, or any 
of the many other incidents of the Family. All these sources of aid 
must be used by those who attack any specific problem. Compre- 
hension of all true interests, and not the triumph of a party or of 
parties, must be more and more the aim of all concerned. Better do 
little or nothing for a time than to win a grudgingly conceded measure. 
The truest success can come only as we build on the broadest and deep- 
est foundations. 

Apparently this view contributed to the result at San Francisco. 
The difficulties, the intricacies, and the ramifications of all problems 
of the Family inevitably grow with our study, especially if this study 
takes us out from the narrower lines of tradition and ecclesiasticism 
into the broader field of history and social science. As our Report 
last year said, — to which, and to earlier Reports readers are now referred 
for discussions beyond our present limits, — the growth of interest in 
social science will carry the attention of students to the Family much 
in the way biology has directed attention to the study of the cell. 
And if the Church is at first thrown back in its approach, it may prove 
that this is in the end a gain both in power and in practical results. 

THE LARGER USE OF THE HOME. 

There has been, the past year, continued interest in this subject on 
which we have spoken in former years. That a sound, vigorous home 
life is the best protection of the Home itself, as well as of the interests 
of Religion, Education, Industry, and Government, is getting a stronger 
practical hold upon our religious teachers, and those in charge of our 
educational institutions generally. There is of late, more than in for- 
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mer years, a growing feeling that somehow there is a multiplicity of 
agencies in some of our churches that may have been well enough for 
a time, but which, like too many plants in a flower-pot, seem often to 
choke each other's fullest growth and to keep the Home too much in 
the shade of them all. The call is increasing for readjustment, for 
true organization, so that there shall be real economy of agencies and 
their uses as seen from the interests of the whole. 

THE STUDY OF SECONDARY SOCIAL GROUPS. 

From what has just been said it will be seen that the study and 
treatment of social groups of the secondary type is intimately con- 
nected with that of the primary group, — the Family and Home. In 
other words, the Home is most directly in contact with and affected 
by social institutions of the communal type. To this group belong 
the local church, the local school, the shop or factory, the town, and 
the fraternities and societies of all sorts that collect their members from 
the Homes of the people. It is by the growth of these that the Home 
is most directly and largely afiected, whether for good or for evil. 
And it is because of the close connection of these two — the primary 
and secondary groups of social institutions — that our interest in the 
Family has compelled much attention to the secondary group, to whose 
growth the last century contributed greatly, and especially in the sphere 
of the Church. The study of this secondary group by the best methods 
of social science, with some illustrations of its practical need, was 
urged by your Secretary in the Journal of Sociology for November, 1901. 

The reduction of the large number of societies, clubs, and the like, 
which have come into our churches and other social work, to some 
symmetrical order by which efficiency and economy may be secured 
and the Home given its proper place would seem to be one of the 
leading social questions of the new century. 

In other words, there are now in many quarters ecclesiastical con- 
ditions much like those which gave us the municipal problem, and 
resembling those which have compelled the reorganization of many 
kinds of business in the interests of greater economy and efficiency. 
This is but another way of saying that social problems are so closely 
related that the urgent questions of one class of institutions cannot long 
be isolated from similar questions in another. The Church cannot give 
serious attention to civic or economic reforms without discovering that 
these run back into the Church itself. The finer social sense, like the 
true spiritual sense, will discover this fact and act upon its significance. 
We repeat — the study and treatment of social groups of the secondary 
type is intimately connected with that of the primary group. And we 
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add that, when we get to the bottom, the problems of groups of the 
secondary class, whether they are religious, industrial, civic, or anj 
other, so run into each other that they are essentially one. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES. 

The receipts for the year for the regular expenses were ^[2,206.73, 
and the expenses were ^^2,244.78, leaving a deficit of JI38.05. After 
the generous response of a large number of our contributors the year 
before, by which |[ 1,058, or more than two-thirds of the accumulated 
debt, was paid, it was thought best to refrain from pressing for the 
payment of the rest. Yet |[ 145.25 have come for this purpose with- 
out solicitation, leaving now only a total debt of JI387.63 due the 
Corresponding Secretary. Our expenses have been kept as near as 
possible to our probable receipts. 

Unsolicited contributions, with appreciative words, sometimes 
come to us and are greatly valued. So are those donations that come 
early in the year, when expenses are heaviest and the outlook uncer- 
tain. A more generous provision for publication and traveling ex- 
penses would greatly enhance the value of our work. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary, 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Wm. G. Benedict, Treasurer, 
In account with the National League for the Protection of the Family. 



Dr. 

Dec. 31, 1901. ^ 

o Special Donations for the 
Reduction of Debt, as 
per details in Cash 
Book 



|i45.*5 



o Receipts from Contribu- 
tions for General Ex- 
penses for the work of 
the League, as per de- 
tails in Cash Book . ^2,206.73 



Cr. 



Dec. 31, 1901. 




By Disbursements for the 




year 1901, as per Cash 




Book : 




General Expenses, — 




Travelling . . 


I224.40 


Postage .... 


51.03 


Sundries .... 


9.80 


Printing .... 


94.80 


Stationery . . . 


14.75 


Rent 


50.00 


Paid Secretary on 




account of salary 




(|i,8oo per annum) 


1,761.95 


i 


>2,2o6.73 


MEMORANDA. 




General Expenses for 1901 . 


1444-78 


Salary of Secretary 


1,800.00 


■ 


$2,244.78 


Receipts for General Ex- 




penses 


2,206.73 


Deficiency in 190 1 


I38.05 


Deficiency existing 




Dec. 31, 1900, 1^494.83 




Less Contributions 




for Debt, ' 45*^5 


349-58 




Existing Debt Dec. 31, 




1901 


$387.63 



January 27, 1902. I have this day examined the above account covering the 
ear 1901, with the vouchers therefor, and I find the same correct. 

William B. Herrick, Auditor, 
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CONTRIBUTIONS. 

Jan. 3. Hon. Scth Low, LL.D., New York ^^50 00 

3. Rev. W. H. Moore, Hartford, Conn 3 00 

9. Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 35 00 

9. Mrs. Robert K. Redington, Fall River 10 00 

ID. St. Thomas' Church, Taunton 10 00 

15. Rt. Rev. Robert Codman, Jr., Portland, Me 2 00 

15. Congregational Church, Pawtucket, R.I 2 00 

17. Pres. Wm. J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, N. H. 10 00 

18. Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H 5 00 

19. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

19. State St. Congregational Church, Portland, Me. . . . 25 00 

22. Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. . . 25 00 

26. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Centre ..... 5 00 

Received in January $184 oc 

Feb. 2. Rt. Rev. Wm. Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston . . $25 00 

2. St. Paul's Church, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

7. Asylum Hill Church, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

II. Prof. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Newton Centre . . 5 00 

11. Charles £. Ranlett, Auburndale 5 00 

12. Hon. Wm. E. Dodge, New York 100 00 

12. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

12. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 50 00 

13. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

13. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

13, Prof. Edward Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover 5 00 

15. James C. Braman, Auburndale 10 00 

18. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

19, Rev. James W. Cooper, D.D., New Britain, Conn. . . 5 00 
19. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 1000 

22. Old South Church, Boston . 25 00 

23. Prof. J. Henry Thayer, D.D., Cambridge 5 00 

25. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

25. St. James Church, New York 25 00 

26. Rev. C. W. Huntington, D.D., Lowell 5 00 

26. Rev. Wm. Prall, D.D., Albany, N. Y 5 00 

26. George Burnham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

28. South CongM Church, West Roxbury 3 00 

28. Pawtucket Cong'l Church, Pavrtucket, R. 1 50 00 

Received in February ^418 o< 

Mar. 2. Henry G. Marquand, New York $5 00 

4. Rev. Francis N. Peloubet, D.D., Auburndale .... 10 00 
4. Pres. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington 10 00 

7. Rev. Minot Osgood Simons, Cleveland, 5 00 

7. Rev. Wm. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

7. Rt. Rev. A. C. A.Hall, D.D., LL.D., Burlington, Vt. 5 00 

7. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

8. Morris K. Jesup, New York 10 00 

8. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

8. «L. H. W.," Boston 10 00 

8. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 
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^ar.i2. The Very Rev. Dean E. A. Hoffman, D.D., LL.D., 

New York $2^ oo 

Rt. Rev. Wm. Crosswell Doane, D.D., LL.D., Albany 5 00 

Rev. G. L. Demarest, D.D., Manchester, N. H. . . 5 00 

Rev. A. Moss Merwin, Pasadena, Cal 3 00 

Sunday School, Second Congregational Church, Nor- 
wich, Conn. ... 5 00 

Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 25 00 

Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Washington 15 00 

Col. Chas. A. Hopkins, Brookline 10 00 

A. F. Weber, Albany, New York ......... 5 00 

Rev. Chas. F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

All Saints' Church, Worcester 10 00 

Received in March $210 00 

Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham . . <^io 00 

South Congregational Church, Springfield 25 00 

George B. Knapp, Boston 10 00 

Prof. Henry W. Famham, Ph.D., New Haven, Conn. 25 00 
Rev. H. C. Trumbull, D.D., LL.D., Philadelphia, Pa. 5 00 

Rev. S. W. Dana, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa 10 00 

W. P. Henzy, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

St. Luke's and The Epiphany, Philadelphia, Pa. ... 10 00 

Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 2 00 

Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge 25 00 

Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 10 00 

Robert H. Gardiner, Chestnut Hill 5 00 

Received in April $^^7 00 

Nicholas Sheldon, Providence, R. I <^io 00 

Alfred Metcalf, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Chas. Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

William Gammel, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

Cash, Providence, R. I i 00 

Rev. Herbert W. Lathe, Pasadena, Cal 5 00 

Hon. Samuel B. Capen, Boston 10 00 

Woman's Missionary Society, St. Anne's Church, 

Brooklyn, N. Y 5 00 

13. Rt. Rev. Leighton Coleman, D.D., LL.D., Wilming- 
ton, Del. 3 00 

15. Itinerants' Club, Baltimore, Md 10 00 

28. James Schouler, Boston 5 00 

30. Christ Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

3 1 . Rev. Charles Wood, Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

Received in May $^0^ 00 

me 5. Rev. C. Ernest Smith, D.D., Baltimore, Md $S 00 

6. Rev. Cecil F. P. Bancroft, LL.D., Andover .... 5 00 

7. W. P. Sargent, Melrose 2 00 

19. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York 20 00 

19. Mrs. W. E. Dodge, New York 10 00 
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June 22. Rev. L. C. Baraes, Pittsburg, Pa ]^2 oo 

22. Rev. L. H. Dorchester, Boston i oo 

28. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

Received in June ^^55 00 

July a. Rev. J. B. Clark, D.D., New York ]^5 00 

II. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

13. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

15. Rev. Francis Goodwin, Hartford, Conn 20 00 

31. Prof. Alexander Merriam, Hartford, Conn 2 00 

Received in July $57 00 

Aug. 8. St. Ann^s Church, Lowell * * . $25 00 

8. St. John*s Church, Stamford, Conn 1073 

Received in August "^^35 73 

Sept. 13. Rev. Rockwell H. Potter, Hartford, Conn $3 00 

14. Robert Coit, New London, Conn 10 00 

2 3 . Ginn & Co. , Boston 1000 

24. ««A Friend," Newtonville 3 00 

Received in September $26 00 

Oct. 4. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury, Conn. 1^25 00 

8. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

8. Rev. J. G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn. ... 10 00 

9. Mrs. A. S. Chase, Waterbury, Conn 25 00 

9. Miss Sarah Bronson, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

9. Mrs. Charlotte P. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn. 10 00 

9.. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

9. St. John's Church, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

16. Rev. Henry C. Perkins, Portland, Me 5 00 

22. Rev. C. D. Case, Terre Haute, Ind i 00 

28. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

26. Neighborhood Conference, So. Dennis 10 00 

Received in October ]^2o6 oc 

Nov. I. Prof. L. O. Brastow, D.D., New Haven, Conn. $S 00 

7. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, New Haven, Conn. ... 5 00 

7. << A Friend," Aubumdale 5 00 

8. "J. H. W.," New York 20 00 

13. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

13. Rev. J. Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

14. << A Vermont Lady " 25 00 

14. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown .... 10 00 

15. Crombie St. S.S., Salem 5 00 

19. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 10 00 

21. Prof. M. D. Crawford, Middletown, Conn 5 00 

21. Prof. William North Rice, Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

21. Prof. W. W. At water, Middletown, Conn 5 00 

21. Rev. A. W. Hazen, D.D., Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

29. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 3 00 

30. Joseph Lee, Boston 10 00 

Received in November f 12S oc 

Dec. 3. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge .... $5 00 

3. Coolidge S. Roberts, Cambridge 20 00 

4. Rev. A. B. Bassett, Ware 5 00 

4. William B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 
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Hon. Simeon £. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn.]^50 oo 

A Friend, Worcester 3 oo 

Rufus B. Fowler, Worcester 10 00 

Pres. G. Stanley Hall, LL.D., Worcester 5 00 

Rev. George M. Adams, D.D., Auburndale .... 5 00 

St. Bartholomew's Church, New York 100 00 

George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

William P. Ellison, Newton 10 00 

W. W. Lockwood, New York . 5 00 

St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

E. P. Dutton, New York 10 00 

Rev. Llewellyn Pratt, D.D., Norwich, Conn 10 00 

Rev. Herbert Welch, Middletown, Conn 5 00 

Grace Church, New York 25 00 

Hon. R. D. Benedict, New York 5 00 

*«A Friend" 6 00 

Church of the Ascension, New York 25 00 

Church of the Heavenly Rest, New York 25 00 

Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 30 00 

Hon. Exiward L. Pickard, Auburndale 20 00 

Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

Rev. James W. Bixler, New London, Conn 5 00 

Miss Mary I. Lockwood, New London, Conn. ... 5 00 

Grace Church, Baltimore, Md 5 00 

A. C. Tenney, Chelsea 2 00 

A Member, Eliot Church, Newton 5 00 

Church of the Good Shepherd, Nashua, N. H. ... 5 00 

J. Howard Nichols, Newton 5 00 

Everett O. Fisk, Boston . 5 00 

Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., D.C.L., New York . . . 25 00 

Rt. Rev. W. N. McVickar, D.D., Providence, R. I. . 10 00 

Rev. W. H. Davis, D.D., Newton 5 00 

Trinity Church, Hartford, Conn 5 00 

Trinity Church, Boston 25 00 

Mrs. Daniel Merriman, Worcester 10 00 

Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

Second Congregational Church, Derby, Conn 5 00 

Rev. S. S. Matthews, Danielson, Conn 5 00 

President George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst 15 00 

Rev. Francis E. Clark, D.D., Auburndale 5 00 

Hon. Lyman D. Brewster, Danbury, Conn 5 00 

William G. Benedict, Boston 10 00 

Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

Union Church, Providence, R. I. 10 00 

Received for December $611 00 

SPECIAL RECEIPTS FOR THE DEBT. 

an. 19. State Street Congregational Church, Portland, Me. .. . $15 25 

^'eb. 18. Miss M. Josephine Allen 5 00 

Dct. 12. ** A Friend" 100 00 

Dec. 31. Anonymous 25 00 

Total $145 *S 
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The League and Its Work. 



The League was organized in 1881 by ex-President Woolseyof 
Yale and others of high standing, who were convinced that the time had 
come for some combined effort to counteract the evils that threaten 
the integrity and efficiency of the Family. 

It stands for catholic, scientific, and practical methods in the pro- 
tection of the Family and its development in a wholesome social order. 
Marriage, Divorce, Polygamy, Chastity, etc., are regarded as parts of 
the one inclusive problem of the Family. And the Family and its 
growth into the Home, it is held, should be the constant concern of 
religion, education, industry, and patriotism. The relative neglect of 
the Family in the past and the place it now holds in all departments 
of social science, and in practical philosophy, compel an increasing at- 
tention to it. The Family is now widely acknowledged to be one of 
the foremost, if not the most important, of all social problems, and one 
vital to many interests. '' More and more," says Prof. F. G. Peabody, 
of Harvard University, " we have come to see within these last few 
years that the problem of the Family is the crux of modern civiliza- 



tion." 



Practical results are already apparent. The Government Report 
on Marriage and Divorce, which the League proposed and secured, 
prepared the way for the thirty or more Commissions on Uniform 
Legislation on these and other subjects. Meanwhile State legislation 
has been kept moving in the right direction. Better systems of mar- 
riage license and regulation, the removal of ^^ omnibus " and insanity 
clauses for divorce, the prohibition of divorce advertising, the increase 
of the term of residence before divorce is permitted in several States 
and all the Territories, restrictions upon the remarriage of the di- 
vorced in some, and carefully planned bills to restrict migratory and 
fraudulent or collusive divorces, now bear witness in many States to 
the practical efficiency of the movement. 

The educational work of the League behind these gains is still 
more significant. Several higher educational institutions have been 
visited every year, and touch is kept with each through correspondence 
with teachers and students. Lectures and sometimes courses of lec- 
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tures are given in these on the Family and kindred problems. Libra- 
ries are supplied with our Reports and other papers. Twenty years 
ago these subjects were rarely touched in any educational institution. 
Now they are studied generally, and sometimes in extended courses. 

Reviews and the periodical press generally have been used by the 
Secretary and others in the treatment of the Family and allied social 
problems. Our Annual Reports often contain important discussions, 
as well as a general survey of the field. Correspondence is a means 
of giving information and incentives to legislators, specialists, teachers, 
and others who seek our aid, it being our aim to do all we can through 
others. Churches and pastors have profited by our work. The Home 
Department of the Sunday school, an increasing interest in the relig- 
ious work of the Home, greater attention to the Home in sermons, 
pastoral care, and church work, and afgrowing sense of its value as 
the best laboratory of the church, and the source of its supplies of men 
and money, may be cited in evidence. 

A small constituency of exceptional intelligence has hitherto been 
the chief support of this fundamental and constructive work. We now 
ask for an increase of donors who are ready, if necessary, to make 
some sacrifice to aid us. We cannot meet the calls that come to us for 
various kinds of work and for publications without more money. 

Checks may be sent either to the Treasurer or Corresponding 
Secretary, whose addresses are given on page 2 of the cover. Unso- 
licited donations will be especially helpful- 
Contributions may be sent to Mr. William G. Benedict, Treasurer, 
610 Atlantic Avenue, Boston, or directly to the Corresponding Secre- 
tary, Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL. D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburn- 
dale, Mass. 
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Notices. 



This Report, as usual, deals only with the chief topics of interest 
in the last year. Preceding Reports will be found specially useful for 
a similar reason. Reports for 1890 and most later years, except 1898, 
can still be supplied to those who desire them. This includes the Re- 
port of 1895, "A Review of Fifteen Years," of which some copies 
are still available. Stamps for postage are always welcome. 

The Report of the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commissioner 
of Labor, on Marriage and Divorce in the United States and Europe, 
pp. 1,074, first issued in 1889, is at present out of print. It is hoped 
that our effort to secure a supplementary investigation to bring that 
Report down to date will soon receive the approval of Congress. 
Meanwhile, we can furnish on application copies of a ^^ Summary of 
those Statistics," which we published on the appearance of the advance 
sheets of the original Report. 

A small tract on " The Pastor and the Home ; " a paper on the 
origin and principles of '' The Home Department of the Sunday 
School ; " a report to the National Council of Congregational Churches 
on " The Family ; " and a leaflet oil " The Aims, Methods, and Re- 
sults of Our Work " can still be supplied freely to all applicants. But 
our other and more important papers are out of print. 

Reports of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation can be ob- 
tained from their Secretary, Albert E. Henschel, 214 Broadway, New 
York. 

Unsolicited contributions are doubly useful in a society like the 
League ; for they save the time of the Corresponding Secretary for 
his proper work. An increase of one-third would greatly add to the 
efficiency of the work. 

Associate Annual Membership is invited from those who cannot 
give large sums. This is freely granted to all proper persons, both 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment oi five dollars for the year. Such 
persons become members in full for the time. If you cannot he a larger 
contributor^ will you not send your request for associate memberships with 
the fee s and thus share in this work for the family? Every one who has 



A 



profited by the work of the League, or who believes in its mission, is 
urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of money. 

The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, 6io Atlantic Avenue, 
Boston, Mass., will gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to 
him. 

Correspondence relating to the work of the League should be ad- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



The Twenty-third Annual Meeting of the National League for the 
Protection of the Family met at the Diocesan House, Boston, on Joy 
Street, at 2 p.m., Jan. 21, 1903. The meeting was organized by the 
choice of Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., to act as President pro tem. 
Prayer was offered by the Recording Secretary. The report of the 
Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, was presented and referred to 
Mr. W. B. Herrick as auditor. 

Dr. S. W. Dike read his annual report as Corresponding Secretary. 
It was voted that it be accepted and printed and distributed at the dis- 
cretion of Dr. Dike. 

The name of Mr. John D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio, was proposed 
for membership and he was elected. 

The following officers were elected : — 

President^ Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D. 

Vice-Presidents^ Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Hon. 
Seth Low, LL.D., President George Harris, D.D., LL.D. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D. 

Recording Secretary^ Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. 

Treasurer^ Mr. William G. Benedict. 

Executive Committeey President George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Presi- 
dent M. H. Buckham, D.D., LL.D., Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., 
Prof. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Rev. James De Normandie, Prof. 
Albion W. Small, Ph.D., LL.D., Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Rev. 
William H. Cobb, D.D., Mr. Everett O. Fisk, Frank Gaylord Cook, 
Esq., Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D. 

Voted to adjourn. 

C. H. SPALDING, 

Recording Secretary, 
Boston, Mass., Jan, 21, igoj. 



Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The year 1902 has proved one of quiet study of the problems of 
the Family rather than of the prominent treatment which character- 
ized the year before. The triennial session of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in San Francisco in the autumn of 1901 and the meetings of 
other national religious bodies brought the divorce question to the 
front in a large part of that year. But in 1902 there have been no 
such occasions for public discussion. 

This year, however, the students in several of our universities 
seem to have taken unusual interest in the subject of divorce, chiefly 
in regard to uniform legislation for the entire country. This subject 
has been specially treated in the universities of Brown, Harvard, Yale, 
Cornell, Tennessee, and Macon, Ga. In most of these, public de- 
bates or prize essays were the form of interest, and in all of them ap- 
peal was made to the League for aid in preparation. Inquiries were 
also made by professors and students in other institutions, and discus- 
sions may have been held in some beyond our knowledge. Our An- 
nual Reports continue to go into the libraries of these institutions and 
into the libraries of many cities and some towns in the country. 

The New York American published daily, in October and Novem- 
ber, some forty articles on Divorce, by as many writers. These set 
forth a variety of opinions, but contributed very little to the discussion 
that was new. The chief value of the articles probably was in the op- 
portunity given to the readers of the Hearst syndicate of newspapers 
to read opinions they would not get in any other way, and of seeing 
how serious-minded people looked at this question of divorce. 

The new editions of some of the leading encyclopedias now appear- 
ing will show something of the growth of interest in various problems 
of the Family since their previous editions appeared twenty or thirty 
years ago. One of these articles was written by your Secretary. 

RECENT STATISTICS. 

It will be remembered that last year the League began a movement 
to secure such a supplementary investigation and report as will bring 
the Report on Marriage and Divorce which was made in 1889 by the 
Hon. Carroll D.Wright, LL.D., Commissioner of Labor at Washing- 
ton, from the year 1886, the last covered by that report, down to 



date. The measure was adopted by the Senate but not by the House. 
The only objection, it is said, that was made to the proposal came 
from certain members of the House Committee who desired to have 
the work done by the Census Office, now a permanent institution, 
and which has established certain statistical areas from which it col- 
lects vital statistics annually. But as divorce statistics are judicial 
statistics and not vital statistics, and are to be had in most States only 
from the records of the courts, it is apparent that the Census Office 
has no special facilities for their collection in its ^^ statistical areas," 
much less for the entire country. But still more, the purposes of 
scientific comparisons would seem to require that the same agency and 
methods be used in the supplementary investigation that were em- 
ployed in the original one. It is now understood that the Census 
Office has recently given assurance that it will aid us in every prac- 
ticable way in our effort to secure the needed order from Congress 
for having the work done, and that by the Department of Labor as 
before. We have, therefore, hope that the necessary appropriation 
will be made soon, probably this winter. Senator Hoar has already in- 
troduced a provision for it. 

The original Report on Marriage and Divorce is now out of print, 
while the demand for it continues, though at. least three large editions 
have been printed. It will be necessary, therefore, to incorporate 
many of the essentials of this report in the new report, both for infor- 
mation and for the objects of comparative study. The new report is 
needed to show the many changes that have been made since the issue 
of the first report in the marriage and divorce laws of this country and 
in some foreign countries, and their effects. For instance, the effect on 
migratory divorces of a longer term of residence before a divorce can be 
obtained, which is now required in California, Georgia, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and all the Territories, can be seen only in the light of 
the proposed statistics. The increase or decrease of divorces obtained 
by migration to other States than the one of real residence, on which 
the last report threw the first clear light we had, should be further 
understood. And more than all, the general and specific trend of the 
divorce movement in this country as a whole needs to be seen in the 
light of the fullest and latest accessible information. No subject, in 
the judgment of those who look at things either from the point of 
view of the sociologist or the patriotic citizen, can be more important 
than a knowledge of the essential facts concerning the Family, and 
statistics of marriages, births, and divorces are the fundamental data 
for all scientific study of this class of subjects. 

We urge our readers to impress these considerations upon their 
members of Congress by personal letters to them. 

6 
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STATE STATISTICS. 

Meanwhile the need of regular statistical reports by each State of 
the number of births, marriages, and divorces, as well as other kinds 
of vital statistics, should be pressed by the citizens of the several 
States. I believe only ten States collect annually statistics of divorce, 
and one of these — Maine — does not publish them. A few more 
collect but do not publish statistics of marriage. A paper was read on 
this subject before the International Statistical Association some years 
ago that met the approval of the members of the Association. The 
Hon. Carroll D. Wright called attention in his Report of 1889 on 
the subject to the extreme neglect shown in some States of this kind 
of statistical information, which most European countries, as well as 
Australia and Japan, now furnish. We suggest that those interested 
should send for a copy of the report of Michigan on vital statistics 
and see the value that even the simplest collection of data can have 
under the care of a skilful statistician. We are glad to say that New 
Hampshire has collected its statistics of divorce from 1858 down to 
the present, and that those of the earlier years will be made public 
during the present year. Certainly no subject is more important to the 
student of social or political conditions than an accurate knowledge 
of the various leading incidents of its family life. 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

As comparatively few State Legislatures held sessions in the year 
1902, we have very little to report under this head. The strong 
movement for reform in the divorce laws of Rhode Island succeeded 
only in part. The term of residence of the plaintiff in divorce suits 
before he can sue in that State for a divorce was increased from one 
to two years, and a divorce is not valid until six months after it is 
granted by the courts. Some other changes of less significance were 
also made in the statutes on the subject. 

New York has just created a law making the advertising of divorce 
business a misdemeanor. California, Illinois, Minnesota, and perhaps 
one or two more States have taken this step within a few years. It 
would probably do good if still others should cut off this opportunity 
for easy abuse. 

SOME LEGISLATION OF THE LAST DOZEN YEARS. 

Arkansas, North Dakota, and other States have repealed the clause 
in their statutes allowing divorce for insanity, which is now retained 
in only two States. California, North Dakota, South Dakota, Georgia, 
Washington, and all the Territories have raised the term of residence 



before a divorce can be granted from three and six months to one 
year. California has forbidden the remarriage of divorced persons for 
one year after the decree of divorce. It defined marriage by statute 
and made its formal celebration obligatory. It also forbade the ad- 
vertising of the procuring of divorces. Colorado has restated and 
improved its divorce law. Greater care is taken in the personal ser- 
vice of libels on persons out of the State, and fifty days' time is re- 
quired for it. Details of service by publication must be given under 
oath, and the court must make careful examination of the plaintiff 
and other witnesses to determine what steps were actually taken. De- 
fault for non-appearance of the defendant is not allowed -, and in case 
of non-appearance the court must appoint an attorney to defend, who 
shall cross-examine the witnesses. A jury must try the case, and the 
plaintiff must be personally present. All marriage licenses in case of 
a divorced party must state the facts when, where, and on what 
grounds the divorce was granted. Failure to support a wife is made a 
misdemeanor. Delaware enacted the important law forbidding its courts 
to entertain a suit for divorce for any cause arising prior to the resi- 
dence of the petitioner or defendant in this State which was not a 
ground for divorce in the State where the cause arose. This is now 
recommended by the Commissions on Uniform Legislation for adop- 
tion in all the States. The District of Columbia has a new divorce 
law restricting divorce to adultery alone. Illinois forbids the advertis- 
ing of divorce business, as California, Minnesota, New York, and 
Washington have also done. Michigan adopted the suggestion of the 
Commissions on Uniformity regulating domicile before divorce. Cali- 
fornia, North Dakota, Oregon, Wisconsin, and probably two or three 
more States have prohibited the remarriage of divorced persons for 
various periods of time. Pennsylvania has modified and New Jersey 
and Wisconsin have introduced new systems of marriage license laws 
to prevent the coming of parties from outside the State to be married, 
and for the better regulation of the marriage of their own citizens. 
Several States, in the far West especially, have made laws requiring 
that certificates of ordination or license to preach be presented to the 
court, and that then licenses to celebrate marriage be issued. New 
York has regulated her so-called common-law marriages so as to re- 
quire that they be made in the form of a written contract, duly signed, 
witnessed, and subscribed with date and place in the same manner as 
in case of conveyance of real estate, and the contract must be filed 
in the office of the town or city clerk within six months. The '^om- 
nibus " clauses, which gave general discretion to the courts in granting 
divorces for other than the specified causes of the statutes, have disap- 
peared from the laws of Connecticut, Maine, and most of the other 
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States which had them. Vermont made provision for legal separation 
without divorce in place of an absolute divorce. At least twenty States 
have this provision, but it seems to be rarely used. A good many 
States have made better regulations regarding the age of consent and 
applications for marriage licenses. 

There has been very little legislation in the direction of laxity. 
Florida is the only State that has added insanity as a ground for di- 
vorce, and Vermont the only one that has repealed its restriction on 
the remarriage of divorced persons, which was for two years. Two 
or three States have added the use of chloral, opium, and other drugs 
to their statutory grounds for divorce. With these exceptions the 
movement of legislation is wholly in the right direction. The diffi- 
culty always is to get it in motion. It has been the work of the 
League to help create, guide, and inform the public opinion that has 
led to this legislation. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION. 

'No progress has been made in respect to uniform marriage and 
divorce legislation by the State Commissions on Uniformity. This 
is in part due to the discovery of objections to some of the points in 
the proposed Divorce Bill. The years of actual experiment in draft- 
ing a bill that could be adopted by all the States have revealed diffi-' 
culties that were unforeseen even after much study and consulta- 
tion, and so the whole subject has gone over to the next annual con- 
ference of the Commissions on Uniformity. 

Uniformity through amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States is still urged by some. But most of the advocates of this plan 
in former years have come to see the serious difficulties in the way of 
its adoption, or of its success if it could be adopted. These difficulties 
were pointed out many years ago in our Annual Reports and elsewhere. 
But there is one simple, practical difficulty which advocates of a con- 
stitutional amendment for any object need to consider. This is the 
unwillingness of a considerable portion of the country to entertain the 
proposal of any transfer of power from the States to the general gov- 
ernment. It is said that the South is almost as solid in opposition to 
any such invasion of the present rights of the States as it was before 
the Civil War. If this be so, then we may be sure that the twelve 
States necessary to defeat a constitutional amendment transferring 
jurisdiction over marriage, divorce, or polygamy will be readily found. 
To look for the remedy of domestic evils of this sort through a con- 
stitutional amendment is, at present certainly, a waste of effort. 

The success of the plan of State cooperation for uniform laws, in 
spite of the meager attention and parsimonious provision made to it, 
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and certain growing needs for uniformity in other subjects, should 
direct thought to the need of making better pecuniary provision for 
these State Commissions, now thirty-four in number. Twenty-one 
States have enacted the uniform law relating to negotiable instruments, 
and some of the other recommendations of the Commissions have 
been enacted by a less number of States. And now the increasingly 
important subject of a uniform law relating to corporations is being 
considered. The friends of a uniform marriage and divorce law may 
well hope that this important movement toward uniformity in other 
matters will carry along with it their own specific subjects. 

But let us remember that uniformity of marriage and divorce laws, 
while greatly needed; can touch but a small part of the divorces 
granted in the United States, and that under the restrictions imposed 
by the increase of the term of residence and other regulations this class 
of divorces is growing less every year. It is the condition of our own 
people, those living in our own State, county, and town, who are ob- 
taining divorces at home that should mostly concern us. After all 
that may be said in extenuation of divorce, it should be clear to 
every right-minded person that frequent resort to the courts for relief 
from irksome domestic ties is a source of great mischief, and is a blot 
on our civilization. 

DESERTED WIVES. 

The Thirty-seventh Annual Report of the Board of Overseers of 
the Poor of the City of Boston, like many of its preceding reports, 
speaks at some length of '' the deplorably large number of deserted 
wives whom, with their families, the city is helping in their homes. 
We sometimes wonder," the report says, " if the laws of this State 
in the matter of compelling support by the husband, and in punishing 
him for neglecting to support his family, are sufficiently stringent. 
Statistics are given relating to 153 families. In each instance the 
wife was at some time deserted by the husband. In a few instances 
periodical desertions appear to have taken place." Only 37 per cent 
were classed as unskilled workmen. << In five of the 153 families 
there were no children; the remaining 148 show a total of 507 chil- 
dren, or an average of less than 4 per family." 

Another much fuller statement is found in a special report on 
" Deserted Wives and Deserting Husbands," a study of 234 families, 
based on the experience of the District Committees and agents of the 
Associated Charities of Boston, by Zilpha D. Smith, General Secre- 
tary : "About one in ten of the new families brought to our notice is 
that of a deserted wife. Most of these are burdened with young chil- 
dren. The men are of all nationalities and of varied occupations, some 
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of them well paid ; and many leave home while earning. Repeated 
desertions are common, occurring often when a child is to be born. 
While the wife is sometimes at fault, the husband is usually the chief 
sinner, — a self-indulgent man, drinking or worse." One year it was 
found that "out of 157 deserted wives, 100 were left alone to sup- 
port one child or more under fourteen, while out of 183 widows only 
90 were left in a similar condition." ^^ Out of 187 cases in which the 
number of desertions was known, 107 had deserted but once; 34 
had deserted twice; 9 three times; 21 'several times'; 9 'many 
times ' ; i four times ; 3 five times ; i six times ; and 2 seven times. 
The birth of a child was the immediate occasion of desertion with 44, 
or one in every five of all the cases. And of these 44, twenty-five 
have deserted more than once; most of them have deserted from 
three to seven times. One-half were skilled workmen. Sixty per cent 
were employed when they deserted, and over 80 per cent could read 
and write." 

" A self-indulgent habit " is held to lie at the bottom of most de- 
sertions, and the means of prevention lies in education, " not only by 
church and school, but in all social relations." " In only 27 cases 
out of a total of 234 is the chief cause of desertion attributed to the 
wife alone. In 19 both husband and wife are considered equally re- 
sponsible. This leaves 160 in which the chief cause lies with the 
husband, and in only 1 1 of these does the cause designated suggest 
other than moral delinquency. In 79 cases the man's intemperance 
was given as the chief cause; in 26, the man's licentiousness; in 18, 
other moral defects; in 16, disregard of family ties; and in 10, his 
roving disposition." It should be added that deserted wives and chil- 
dren were found to be much younger than the widows and their chil- 
dren who were under the care of the Associated Charities. 

When we consider that Boston is probably one of the best cities of 
its size in respect to numbers of dependent persons, and that here one- 
tenth of all the cases and more than that proportion of all the money 
and eiFort spent in charitable relief work is used upon deserted fami- 
lies alone, we can see how much need there is of more attention to 
the home on the part of all interested in preventive work. 

The system of county homes for dependent children which some 
States have needs to be guarded with great care lest it encourage the 
increase of this class of children. Parents will carelessly provide for 
their children in the confidence that if the burden becomes too great 
the State or private institutions will step in for their relief. Then the 
artificial training of an institution for children is less adapted to the 
work of fitting them for actual life than the home and social influ- 
ences about it. This led some years ago, in Massachusetts, to the 
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substitution of the placing of poor children in families for the old plan 
of a State's almshouse. 

THE HOME IN EDUCATION. 

The relation of the home and the school to each other is a subject 
of growing importance. What the school can and should do for the 
home was perhaps the form in which the subject first came to the 
front in educational circles. The fact that apparently the school is 
the only educational agency that is reaching the home has long tended 
to keep attention directed to this work of the school for the home. 
But it was then found that the home is often of itself a drag upon 
the work of the school, so attention was directed to the remedy for 
this evil. But this was largely in the attempt to educate the younger 
half of the population in the schools, and trust to the supplanting of 
the older and less educated part of the people by a new and better 
educated generation ; or else in the attempt to introduce training in 
the schools in the domestic arts themselves. Much good is being done 
in this way. The bringing of public libraries into the closest touch 
with the homes of the people is another source of strength to the 
home. Studies at home by correspondence are helping the homes of 
some. 

But we are beginning to take those wider views of education which 
lead us to see that education is the result of a combination of all the 
activities of life; that in the last analysis, living — seeing, thinking, 
feeling, acting — is after all the real education; that the school is al- 
most a mere artificial institution for the training of the young to live, 
and some will go so far as to say that the nearer the school comes to 
reproducing actual life the better is its educational work. At any rate, 
we now see that the school is only a part of the agencies of educa- 
tion, and that men and women are being educated wherever they are 
acquiring the power and habits of observation, reflection, emotion, and 
action. And after all, where is more of this work done than in the 
home and the vocation ? Is it not in these two classes of activities 
that the mental and physical powers of the people are most developed 
and trained ? 

Here, then, in this widening sense of the variety and complex re- 
lations of the educational forces of life, we find an inevitable tendency 
to study of the home as itself a positive factor in the educational 
process. The home is a laboratory where the suggestions of the class- 
room are worked out. More than this is true. The home has its own 
educational work. The intellect, the feelings, and the will arc in con- 
stant exercise in the many hours which the children and parents spend 
there together. There is going on constantly the training of the child 

12 



to habits of accurate observation, to careful comparison, to correct 
judgments, as well as to the exercise of right feelings and to the prac- 
tice of right conduct. The work of the teacher and of the parent are 
essentially alike. The work of the one is dependent on that of the 
other. Neither can fully succeed without the other. The cooperation 
of the two reinforces each. 

Your Secretary is urging these considerations in educational circles 
and notes a growth in the recognition of their truth among educators 
and a growing response to them among the people. The local educa- 
tional associations which are being formed to study the needs of the 
public schools are giving more attention to the home and its place in 
the general work of education. But this line of work is only just 
begun to be pursued. The subject needs to be discussed in the great 
sources of educational influence by those who can treat it from the 
sociological as well as the pedagogical point of view. For it is not 
until we see the place the home holds in the structure of human so- 
ciety — that it is the all-pervasive cell of the social order which goes 
to make up every part of the whole, whether religious, educational, in- 
dustrial, or political — that we are in a position to see the claims the 
home has on the attention of the educator. Reverence, the fundamental 
quality of religion , industry for the sake of others, the basal economic 
virtue ; respect for authority, the foundation of good government, are 
preeminently virtues of the home. If they do not exist there in rea- 
sonable degree the chances are that they will remain dormant or be 
partially or wrongly developed. 

Generally it may be said that the tone of the periodical press on the 
subject is in a healthy condition, only it is not so constantly and ag- 
gressively manifested as it should be. The educational institutions 
have recqgnized the value of a study of the home and its various in- 
cidents in their curricula, and in this way are training up the educated 
young men and women of the future for usefulness on this great sub- 
ject. And the place the home, as in some sense the social cell, will 
hold in nearly all departments of social science in the early future is 
growing more and more apparent. 

But there is great need of more work that will reach the people 
generally. The home should be more frequently the topic of sermons, 
conferences, and clubs. It is always interesting, and frequently ab- 
sorbingly so. Christian interest in the Sunday school, the Young Peo- 
ple's Societies, and other devices for training the young in religious 
things should not be allowed to obscure the work which the home it- 
self should do and not shift on other institutions to the loss of its own 
vigor. The Home Department of the Sunday school, which was de- 
vised by your Secretary to show what can be done with the home as 
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itself a centre of religious instruction, has won the enthusiastic sup- 
port of Sunday-school workers in this and other countries. It will in 
time be followed by other plans for the use of the home itself. 

SCIENTIFIC INVESTIGATION. 

It is to be hoped that a suggestion the Secretary of the League has 
made to the Directors of the new Carnegie Institution at Washington 
may some time be adopted. This is that an appropriation be made to 
some suitable persons who shall undertake such fundamental scientific 
studies of the home and of the secondary social group — that is, of 
the structure and functions of all forms of communal association, 
whether found in church, school, corporation, political, or other social 
organization — as shall give scientific students and practical workers 
in social improvement some such knowledge of these two fundamental 
types of the social order as biologists now are getting of cell and tissue. 

Something of this work has been done, but chiefly in the historical 
field. The early forms of communal life are now pretty well under- 
stood. But nothing has been done to collect, compare, and classify the 
greatly increasing variety of social groups of the secondary class and 
discover their peculiar laws of structure and working except in certain 
fields and in isolation from each other. For example, we know a good 
deal about the municipal organization. We know something, too, about 
ecclesiastical organizations of similar type. We know something about 
corporations in business and in law. But who can give an intelligent 
account of the points of resemblance or difFerenck between the mu- 
nicipality and the church, or the church and a business corporation ? 
Yet men are constantly dealing with the two. 

PUBLIC OPINION. 

One serious effect of the increase of divorces in some parts of the 
country should receive careful attention. It is the deadening of the 
public conscience through familiarity with the divorce evil. It will be 
remembered that our Report last year stated that 4,699 divorces were 
granted in Indiana, or one to every 5.7 marriages celebrated in the 
same time. Our Reports were sent into that State in considerable num- 
bers, and yet I recall but a single letter in return commenting upon 
the evil. I am also told that in California the large number of divorces 
there is defended in what is called good society, and that the efforts of 
the few who see the evil effects of the practice get but little encourage- 
ment from people at large. These, it is to be feared, are only typical 
cases. If so, it shows a lamentable neglect on the part of Christian 
people to speak openly and frequently of an evil that is silently work-, 
ing a great change in the most fundamental of all social institutions. 
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THE HOME AND THE ECONOMIC QUESTION. 

Modern sociology has greatly strengthened, through historical study, 
the position which Sir James Mackintosh took nearly a hundred years 
ago, when he said in his ^^ Law of Nature and Nations : " ^^ Almost 
all the relative duties of human life will be found, more immediately 
or more remotely, to arise out of the two great institutions of prop- 
erty arid marriage ; they constitute, preserve, and improve society ; 
upon their gradual improvement depends the progressive civilization 
of mankind ; on them rests the whole order of civil life." For the 
history of the development of human society has shown that the in- 
stitution of property has grown up in closest relations with that of the 
family, and where property has pushed on to the neglect of the family 
society has been overwhelmed with disaster. 

The student of economics notes that, while the very word " eco- 
nomics " makes it the science of the household, the home has not until 
lately had any place in the treatises of the modern science that is at all 
worthy of the subject. But now the domestic and social interests are 
beginning to be felt as being of the most fundamental importance, 
both to the capitalist and the laborer. The laborer has demanded first 
a living wage, and now his insistence on a broad, full meaning to the 
word " living " is beginning to be appreciated. The rights of every 
man to such conditions as shall enable him to have a suitable home 
are being recognized. 

Then business men are beginning to see that an improved home 
means much to business. It means not only a better, more intelligent, 
more constant, more trustworthy employee every way, but it means 
a larger demand for goods, more sales, and surer pay. The economic 
value of an increase in the number, quality, and ambitions of the great 
mass of common people is going to be understood better by business 
men than it has been. Their tens of millions can be developed in 
their purchasing power to an extent far beyond that of the few hun- 
dreds of thousands of the very rich. And it is the home that will be 
the chief centre of all this economic and social ambition of the people. 

Then business men should see more clearly than they do that bad 
homes are fostering the evil conditions which they lament. Unintelli- 
gent workmen, wasteful employees, untrustworthy service, are often 
due more to bad homes than to anything else. Ignorance, intemper- 
ance, licentiousness, lying, cheating, laziness, crime, in short the 
whole brood of ills that torment employers, fill almshouses, saloons, 
and prisons, are nourished in bad homes. A good home is the best 
single protection against any and all of these. It is the best soil in 
which to root the instructions of the church and the school. 

Educators see this. Perhaps the need of more attention to the 
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home is one of the best features of the educational movements of the 
last ten years, in public-school affairs certainly. The need of doing 
something for the home is leading to the introduction of Domestic 
Science in some of our better school systems. And the feeling is ap- 
parently growing, too, that we must not be content with doing some- 
thing for the home ; for there is much that cannot be done for the 
the home. The home has functions of its own, and these must be 
called into exercise or the home loses its own natural power as surely 
as an arm that is not exercised does. The home has been intellec- 
tually and spiritually pauperized by the well-intentioned aim of the 
school and the church to do something for the home, with small at- 
tention to awakening the power of self-help within the home itself. 

But educators are wakening to the condition, and the church is be- 
ginning to see that it has spent too much time relatively on its various 
devices for doing work in societies and too little on planning to get 
the home at its own work. It is time that business men should see the 
value of the home to them and go about its improvement. Our re- 
ligious publishing societies are almost barren of good literature relating 
to the family and the home. One hardly knows where to look for 
suitable tracts or papers on Marriage, Chastity, Divorce, Home Train- 
ing of Children, and the like, to which we can refer ministers and 
others. Here is an opportunity for men and women of means to give 
money where it is greatly needed. 

EXPENSES AND RECEIPTS. 

The expenses of the year have been kept at the lowest possible 
figure and amount to 1^2,122.05. The receipts were ;^2,i 12.82, leav- 
ing a deficiency of ;^9.23, which has been cancelled by the contribu- 
tion of one of the officers of the League. 

Respectfully submitted. 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary, 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Wm. G. Benedict, Treasurer, 
In mccount with the National League for the Protection of the Family. 



Dr. 

Dec. 31, 1902. 

o Receipts for Expenses as 
per details in Cash 
Book $2,122 05 



$2,122 05 



Cr. 

Dec. 31, 1902. 

By Disbursements for the 
year 1902, as per 
Cash Book: 
General Expenses, — 

Travelling . . , 

Postage .... 

Stationery . . . 

Telegrams, etc. 

Printing .... 

Rent 



$116 58 

44 50 

9 7* 

4 40 

96 85 

50 00 



I322 05 
Salary of Secretary, Rev. 

S. W. Dike, LL.D. i,8oo 00 



$2,122 05 



Leaving the indebtedness of 

the League, still . $387 63 



January 21, 1903. I have this day examined the above account covering the 
:ar 1902, with the vouchers therefor, and I find the same correct. 

William B. Herrick, Auditor, 
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CONTRIBUTIONS. 



Jan. I. 

2. 

14. 
16. 
16. 
16. 

17- 
22. 

Feb. I. 
6. 

7. 

7. 
8. 

14. 

14. 

15- 
17- 
20. 
20. 
21. 
21. 
21. 
22. 
22. 
24. 
26. 
27. 

Mar. 3. 

3. 

4. 

5- 

7- 

7. 
8. 

10. 

10. 

12. 

14. 

IS- 
15. 
18. 

19- 

19- 

20. 

24. 
24. 



Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York $50 

Rev. W. H. Moore, Hartford, Conn 2 

Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 

Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. . . 25 

Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 35 

Pres. William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, N.H. 10 

John D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio 10 

Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 

Received in January 



00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

GO 

00 



-$139 00 



Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester $10 

Hon. William E. Dodge, New York 100 

James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 

Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston 25 

Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 

Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 

Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 

Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 10 

Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 

Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 25 

Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux Falls, S. D. . . . 5 
Pres. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, D. C. 10 

Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt. . . 5 

Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 

St. James Church, New York 25 

Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 

L. H. W., Boston 10 

Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn. 10 

Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J 2 

Received in February 



00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

GO 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 



-$302 0( 



George Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia $2,$ 00 

Morris K. Jesup, New York 10 00 

Alfred Metcalf, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

Prof. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Newton Centre 5 00 

Rev. A. M. Merwin, Pasadena, Cal 3 00 

Rev. Wm. S. Hubbell, D.D., Plainficld, N. J. ... 10 00 

Charles E. Ranlett, Aubumdale 5 00 

Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

All Saints* Church, Worcester ig 00 

Rt. Rev. Wm. CrosswcU Doane, D.D., LL.D., Albany 
Very Rev. Eugene A. Hoffman, D.D., LL.D., New York 2 ^ 

Miss Erasta J. Pierce, East Windsor 

A. F. Weber, Albany, N. Y 

St. Paul's Church, New Haven, Conn 

W. J. Breed, Cincinnati, O 

Ralph S. Kent, Ithaca, N. Y i 10 

Mrs. Samuel Colt, Hartford, Conn 40 00 

Ernest R. Ackerman, New York 5 00 

Received in March $202 n 

18 



00 
00 
00 

GO 
00 
00 



Apr. 4. Robert H. Talley, Richmond, Va . I5 00 

5. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

5. Prof. E. Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover 5 00 

5. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Centre 5 00 

7. Prof. Henry W. Famham, R. P. D., New Haven, Conn. 25 00 

7. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

9. George B. Knapp, Aubumdale . 10 00 

17. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

17. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R.I 5 00 

17. William Gammell, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

18. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia 10 00 

24. Christ Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

24. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge .... 25 00 

24. Robert H. Gardiner, Chestnut Hill 5 00 

Received in April |i35 00 

May 3. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford $2 00 

5. Rev. S. W. Dana, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

6. W. P. Henzey, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

8. Rev. G. L. Demarest, D.D., Manchester, N. H. . . 5 00 

9. Woman* s Missionary Society, St. Ann*s Church, 

Brooklyn, N.Y 5 00 

9. First Congregational Church, Pawtucket, R. I. . . . 25 00 

14. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

17. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston 10 00 

21. Rev. William Prall, D.D., Albany, N. Y 5 00 

27. South Evangelical Church, Roxbury 3 22 

29. Ginn and Company, Boston 10 00 

31. Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia, 

Pa 15 00 

Received in May $1^5 ** 

June 7. Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R.I $10 00 

9. Hon. James Schouler, LL.D., Boston 5 00 

24. Mrs. William £. Dodge, Sr., New York 10 00 

24. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York 20 00 

30. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

Received in June $5 5 00 

July 2. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa $25 00 

4. St. Ann*s Church, Lowell 25 00 

7. Rev. J. B. Clark, D.D., New York 5 00 

12. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 10 00 

14. Rt. Rev. Leighton Coleman, D.D., LL.D., Wilming- 
ton, Del 3 00 

21. William B. Taylor, Lynn 5 00 

22. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 50 00 

26. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

28* St. John*s Church, Stamford, Conn 20 25 

Received in July $148 25 

Aug. 7. Rev. Herbert Lathe, Manitou, Col $5 00 

13. Prof. Charles R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111. i 00 

Received in August $6 00 
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Oct. I. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn I50 00 

a. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn. . 10 00 

a. St. John's Church, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

a. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn. ... 10 00 

a. Miss Susan Bronson, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

a. Mrs. Israel Holmes, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

a. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury, Conn, af 00 

3. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

5. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

6. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

6. "A Friend," Pittsfield a 00 

7. Charles Plunkett, Adams 4 00 

7. Pres. Henry Hopkins, D.D., LL.D., Williamstown 5 00 

10. Rev. J. H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

18. " A Vermont Lady " 50 00 

18. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

a5. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn. . 2.$ 00 

Received in October $281 00 

Nov. 4. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, Jr., New Haven, Conn. $$ 00 

6. Mrs. A. S. Chase, Waterbury, Conn a 5 00 

7. "J. H. W.," New York ao 00 

13. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Aubumdale ao 00 

14. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York 100 00 

17. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 10 00 

ao. George B. Burrall, Lakeville, Conn 5 00 

ao. Mrs. F. H. Churchill, New Britain, Conn 5 00 

ao. Rev. James W. Cooper, D.D., New Britain, Conn. 5 00 

ai. Rev. A. W. Hazen, D.D., Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

ai. Prof. William North Rice, Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

ai. Rev. John P. Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

ai. Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. 10 00 

a4. Rev. Llewellyn Pratt, D.D., Norwich, Conn 10 00 

a5. Rev. Horace Dutton, Auburndale 5 00 

a 6. Rev. Newton M. Hall's S. S. Class, Springfield ... 5 00 

a 7. Crombie Street Sunday School, Salem 5 00 

a9. Rev. Francis Goodwin, Hartford, Conn ao 00 

Received in November $^^5 ^^ 

Dec. I. Joseph Lee, Brookline |io 00 

a. Hon. William P. Ellison, Newton 10 00 

a. Edward D. Bassett, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

a. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 3 00 

a. Rev. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Ware 5 00 

a. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. 50 00 

6. Rufus B. Fowler, Worcester 5 00 

6. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge .... 5 00 

6. William B. Hcrrick, Auburndale 10 00 

6. George Burnham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa a5 00 

6. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York . . . 30 00 

8. South Congregational Church, Springfield a5 00 

8. W. W. Lockwood, New York 5 00 

10. J. Howard Nichols, Newton 5 00 
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>ec.io. Prof. W. O. Atwater, Ph.D., Middletown, Conn. . . $5 oo 

10. Rev. F. B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

10. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

12. Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst .... 15 00 

la. Rt. Rev. William N. McVickar, D.D., Providence, 

R. I . . 10 00 

12. Hon. Lyman D. Brewster, Danbury, Conn 5 00 

12. Rev. William H. Davis, D.D., Newton 5 00 

14. Church Collection, Randolph, Vt 7 25 

14. William G. Benedict, Boston 10 00 

18. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

18. A. C. Tenncy, Chelsea i 00 

18. Rev. James W. Bixler, New London, Conn 5 00 

ao. Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., LL.D., New York .... 25 00 

22. *• A Member," Eliot Church, Newton 5 00 

26. **A Friend," Newtonville 3 00 

27. Rev. S. S. Matthews, Danielson, Conn 5 00 

29. Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. 5 00 

29. St. Stephen* s Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

31. Hon. Robert D. Benedict, New York 5 00 

31. E. P. Dutton, New York 10 00 

31. St. John's Church, Providence, R. 1 25 00 

31. E. O. Fisk, Boston 5 00 

31. Rev. George M. Adams, D.D., Aubumdale .... 5 00 

31. Union Congregational Church, Providence, R. I. 10 00 

31. Trinity Church, Boston 15 00 

31. ** A Donor," Cambridge 20 00 

31. First Congregational Church, Meriden, Conn 25 00 

31. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

31. An Officer of the League 9 23 

Received in December $473.48 
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The League and Its Work, 



The League was organized in 1881 by ex-President Woolscy of 
Yale and others of high standing, who were convinced that the time 
had come for some combined effort to counteract the evils that 
threaten the integrity and efficiency of the Family. 

It stands for catholic, scientific, and practical methods in the pro- 
tection of the Family and its development in a wholesome social order. 
Marriage, Divorce, Polygamy, Chastity, etc., are regarded as parts of 
the one inclusive problem of the Family. And the Family and its 
growth into the Home, it is held, should be the constant concern of 
religion, education, industry, and patriotism. The relative neglect of 
the Family in the past and the place it now holds in all departments 
of social science, and in practical philosophy, compel an increasing at- 
tention to it. The Family is now widely acknowledged to be one of 
the foremost, if not the most important, of all social problems, and 
one vital to many interests. " More and more," says Prof. F. G. Pea- 
body, of Harvard University, '' we have come to see within these last 
few years that the problem of the Family is the crux of modern civi- 
lization." 

Practical results are already apparent. The Government Report on 
Marriage and Divorce, which the League proposed and secured, pre- 
pared the way for the thirty-four State Commissions on Uniform Legis- 
lation on these and other subjects. Meanwhile State legislation has 
been kept moving in the right direction. Better systems of marriage 
license and regulation, the removal of ^^ omnibus " and insanity clauses 
for divorce, the prohibition of divorce advertising, the increase of the 
term of residence before divorce is permitted in several States and all 
the Territories, restrictions upon the remarriage of the divorced in 
some, and carefully planned bills to restrict migratory and fraudulent 
or collusive divorces, now bear witness in many States to the practical 
efficiency of the movement. 

The educational work of the League behind these gains is still 
more significant. Several higher educational institutions have been 
visited every year, and touch is kept with each through correspondence 
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with teachers and students. Lectures and sometimes courses of lec- 
tures are given in these on the Family and kindred problems. Libra- 
ries are supplied with our Reports and other papers. Twenty years 
ago these subjects were rarely touched in any educational institution. 
Now they are studied generally, and sometimes in extended courses. 

Reviews and the periodical press generally have been used by the 
Secretary and others in the treatment of the Family and allied social 
problems. Our Annual Reports often contain important discussions, 
as well as a general survey of the field. Correspondence is a means 
of giving information and incentives to legislators, specialists, teachers, 
and others who seek our aid, it being our aim to do all we can through 
others. Churches and pastors have profited by our work. The Home 
Department of the Sunday school, an increasing interest in the relig- 
ious work of the home, greater attention to the home in sermons, pas- 
toral care, and church work, and a growing sense of its value as the 
best laboratory of the church, and the source of its supplies of men 
and money, may be cited in evidence. 

A small constituency of exceptional intelligence has hitherto been 
the chief support of this fundamental and constructive work. We 
now ask for an increase of donors who are ready, if necessary, to 
make some sacrifice to aid us. We cannot meet the calls that come 
to us for various kinds of work and for publications without more 
money. 

Checks may be sent either to the Treasurer or Corresponding Sec- 
retary. Unsolicited donations will be especially helpful. 

Contributions may be sent to Mr. William G. Benedict, Treasurer, 
6io Atlantic Avenue, Boston, or directly to the Corresponding Secre- 
tary, Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburn- 
dale, Mass. 
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Notices, 



This Report, as usual, deals only with the chief topics of the year. 
Preceding Reports will be found interesting for a similar reason. These 
can be supplied for some of the years since 1890. A few copies of 
the Report of 1895, which was a "Review of Fifteen Years,'* can 
be furnished. Other Reports can often be found in the larger public 
libraries. Stamps for postage will always be welcome. 

The Report of the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commissioner 
of Labor, on Marriage and Divorce in this country and Europe, is now 
out of print. It is hoped that another year Congress will provide for 
bringing it down to date. Meanwhile, we can furnish copies of a brief 
" Summary of Statistics," from that Report, and a reprint of the sum- 
mary of later statistics, so far as these are accessible, in a reprint from 
the present Report. 

A small tract on "The Pastor and the Home;" a paper on the 
origin and principles of "The Home Department of the Sunday 
School ; " a report to the National Council of Congregational Churches 
on " The Family ; " and a leaflet on " The Aims, Methods, and Re- 
sults of Our Work " can still be supplied freely to all applicants. But 
our other and more important papers are out of print. 

Reports of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation can be ob- 
tained from their Secretary, Albert E. Henschcl, 214 Broadway, New 
York. 

Unsolicited contributions are doubly useful in a society like the 
League ; for they save the time of the Corresponding Secretary for 
his proper work. An increase of one-third would greatly add to the 
efliciency of the work. 

Associate Annual Membership is invited from those who cannot 
give large sums. This is freely granted to all proper persons, both 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year. Such 
persons become members in full for the time. If you cannot he a larger 
contributor^ will you not send your request for associate member ship^ with 
the fee ^ and thus share in this work for the family? Every one who has 
profited by the work of the League, or who believes in its mission, is 
urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of money. 
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The Treasurer, Mr. William G. Benedict, 6io Atlantic Avenue, 
Boston, Mass., will gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to 
him. 

Correspondence relating to the work of the League should be ad- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



The Twenty-fourth Annual Meeting of the National League for the 
Protection of the Family was held in the Diocesan House, Boston, 
January 20, 1904, at 2.30 p.m. In the absence of the President and 
Vice-Presidents, the Recording Secretary called the meeting to order. 
Frank Gay lord Cook, Esq., was chosen president pro tern. Prayer was 
offered by Dr. Dike. The minutes of the last meeting were read and 
approved. The officers of last year were re-elected as follows : — 

President^ Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D. 

Vice-Presidents^ Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Hon. 
Seth Low, LL.D., President George Harris, D.D., LL.D. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D. 

Recording Secretary^ Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. 

Treasurer^ Mr. William G. Benedict. 

Executive Committee^ President George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Presi- 
dent M. H. Buckham, D.D., LL.D., Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., 
Pres. W. E. Huntington, Ph.D., Rev. James De Normandie, D.D, 
Prof. Albion W. Small, Ph.D., LL.D., Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D.., 
Rev. William H. Cobb, D.D., Mr. Everett O. Fisk, Frank Gaylord 
Cook, Esq., Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D. 

Mr. William G. Benedict, Treasurer, read his annual Report, which 
was referred to Mr. Everett O. Fisk as auditor. Dr. S. W. Dike read 
his annual Report, and it was accepted, ordered printed, and distributed 
at the discretion of Dr. Dike. 

Voted that the matter of an exhibit at St. Louis be referred to the 
Executive Committee. 



The following minute was adopted : — 

Voted^ — That in the death of the Rev. Alvah Hovey, D.D., the 
League has lost one of its most steadfast friends and officers. Dr. 
Hovey was president of the League three years. He was the author of 
a book on " The Scriptural Law of Divorce." This was, we believe, 
the first book on divorce published in this country, and was charac- 
terized by his great candor and thoroughness of discussion. He died, 
after a service of over fifty years as Professor and President in the 
Theological Seminary in Newton, Mass., honored and beloved by all 
who ever knew him. 

Voted^ — That this minute be entered upon our records and a copy 
be sent to the family of Dr. Hovey. 

Voted to adjourn. 

C. H. SPALDING, 

Recording Secretary. 
Boston f Mass., Jan, 20, 1^04. 
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Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The last year has been one of decided growth of interest in the 
subjects of our work and in measures for the improvement of the con- 
ditions of the Family. A sense of the gravity of the evils affecting our 
home life and of the need of giving them serious attention is steadily 
increasing. Our correspondence in answer to inquiries has fully equalled 
that of former years. Our receipts increased so much at one time that 
it seemed possible by the economy we were practising to meet all our 
past obligations; but unfortunately the illness of a number of our most 
steadfast friends and the absence of others have left us with some debt 
on former years still remaining. We may, however, confidently hope 
for enough this coming year to meet all our dues. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION. 

Nothing was done, so far as we have been able to learn, by the 
Conference of the Thirty-five State Commissions on Uniform Legis- 
lation at their last meeting on the proposed Uniform Act on Divorce, 
which was drafted in a former year. Other subjects took the time of 
the sessions. It is hoped that the next meeting will take up the sub- 
ject in earnest. It would seem to an outsider that the National Gov- 
ernment ought to be represented on these Commissions and to appro- 
priate a few thousand dollars for their work. This would give some 
greatly needed pecuniary aid and, what is more, lend dignity to the 
whole movement, which is acknowledged to be one of the most im- 
portant steps ever taken by the States. 

STATE LEGISLATION. 

As this is the year in which most Legislatures have been in session 
the acts on this subject have been numerous — though, with exceptions, 
of less importance than in some years. 

Alaska. The term of residence before a divorce can be sought in 
Alaska has been made two years by an act of Congress. 

Arizona has decreased the term of residence to one year. It adds 
habitual intemperance to its causes for divorce, and changes ^^ extreme 
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physical cruelty** to "guilty of excesses, cruel treatment or outrages 
towards the other, whether by use of personal violence or any other 



means.** 



California. This State has made an interesting change in a re- 
cent law that forbade the remarriage of divorced persons for one year, 
and which was evaded by many who went to Arizona for the forbidden 
marriage. To meet this difficulty California now requires that an in- 
terlocutory judgment be entered in all divorce cases, from which an 
appeal can be taken within six months. "When one year has expired 
after the entry of such interlocutory judgment, the court may on motion 
of either party enter the final judgment granting the divorce, and such 
final judgment shall restore them to the status of single persons, and 
permit either to marry after the entry thereof." Other provisions are 
added. In some States the object is secured by making all divorces 
nisi for six months or a year, which seems to amount to the same 
thing as the California method, or they refuse to recognize the re- 
marriage contracted in another State contrary to their own laws. 
Decisions of the United States Supreme Court sustain the States in this 
right to protect themselves against the looser laws of other States. 

Colorado. This State has very carefully protected the wife against 
a husband who unjustly refuses to support her and their children ; but 
the term of imprisonment for the failure to do so, which is only from 
thirty to ninety days, is much shorter than in other States. It has also 
enacted a very strict law to protect the rights of defendants in divorce 
suits who are out of the State and whose residence is unknown. 

Idaho. Its law allowing divorce for insanity is amended by pro- 
viding that divorce for insanity cannot be granted unless the insane 
person have been duly and regularly confined in the insane asylum of 
this or some other State or Territory for at least six years preceding 
the action, and the plaintif must have been an actual resident of the 
State for one year preceding the suit. 

Indiana. A provision made in 1901 for the appearance of the 
prosecuting attorney in the divorce cases of Marion County — Indian- 
apolis — is now extended to the entire State. That officer is now re- 
quired to defend and resist all cases of divorce in which there is no 
other defence or in which the defence is not made in good faith. This 
State has also provided for limited divorce on the same grounds for 
which absolute divorces are granted. This provides for the relief of 
those who do not wish or need absolute divorce. It is stipulated in 
the new law that the party obtaining the temporary separation who 
commits adultery while thus separated loses thereby all rights and 
benefits of such separation. 
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Kansas. This State prohibits the marriage of the epileptic, imbecile, 
feeble-minded, and insane. An act also allows the parties to actions 
for divorce or alimony to testify on all material matters involved in 
controversy. But this is not to allow divorce upon the uncorroborated 
testimony of either party. 

Montana follows an increasing custom of forbidding the adverti- 
sing of the procuring divorces and attaches effective penalties to the 
law. 

Nevada now lays a penalty on the failure to return the certificate 
of marriage within a fixed time. 

New Hampshire requires five days' notice of intention of marriage 
from all non-residents seeking marriage within the State. 

New Jersey is also a State that has provided stricter rules for 
notice to defendants in divorce suits who are absent from the State or 
who cannot be found. 

North Carolina provides that in divorce for wilful abandonment 
the guilty party cannot marry for five years. It also makes abduction 
of, or elopement with, the wife of another a felony. 

North Dakota enacts practically the same law regarding elope- 
ment. 

Oregon requires that a copy of the certificate of marriage be re- 
turned to the Clerk of the County whence it was issued, as well as to 
the Clerk of the County where the marriage was celebrated, 

Pennsylvania amends its law relating to divorce for crime by de- 
fining the crimes for which divorce may be granted. It also makes 
bigamy a misdemeanor punishable by a fine not exceeding one thou- 
sand dollars or imprisonment at separate and solitary labor not exceed- 
ing two years, or by both. This State also has a new law inserting 
important requirements in all its marriage licenses. The clerk now 
issuing marriage licenses must obtain the particulars as to the age of 
the parties, the consent of parents and guardians for those under the 
age of twenty-one years, and also regarding any former marriage and 
its dissolution. The mode of dissolution and its cause, if it is by 
divorce, must be ascertained and appear on the marriage license. These 
provisions are most important, both for the protection they afford 
against bigamy and for the use of clergymen who do not wish to 
officiate in the marriage of divorced persons. They have long been 
required in German marriage laws, with the additional provision that 
the fact, date, and cause of the dissolution of all marriages must be 
entered on the margin of the original record of the marriage dissolved, 
as we do in the discharge of a mortgage. Our States may do well to 
copy this law. 



Utah legalizes certain marriages prior to the law making a license 
in the county of her residence necessary for a woman, if under age or 
a widow. It adds insanity to its grounds for divorce. But the defend- 
ant must first be pronounced insane by the legally constituted authori- 
ties of this or some other State at least five years prior to the com- 
mencement of the action, and the insanity must be proved to the court 
to be incurable. In all such actions the court is to appoint a guardian 
to protect the interests of the defendant and of the State. It will be 
seen that one State has this year added insanity to its grounds for 
divorce; but this cause has been disappearing in recent years from our 
statute-books. 

Vermont makes more careful provision for the record and returns 
of marriages, births, and divorces. These are to be returned to the 
State Board of Health, and not to the Secretary of State, as heretofore 
has been done. 

In the District of Columbia Congress now requires that all 
marriage licenses shall be issued to some specified clergyman or magis- 
trate, instead of being general. 

The trend of legislation for several years has been strongly in the 
direction of the greater protection of the interests of the Family and 
towards uniformity of legislation by a natural process. The varying 
experiments are useful in showing us what is best. 

Some efforts at legislation this year did not succeed, but will be re- 
newed, notably in Rhode Island and Michigan. Some places in the 
latter State have found themselves overrun with parties who could 
formerly be married hastily in Wisconsin, but were shut out of that 
State by the law of 1899, which requires the license to be issued five 
days before the marriage takes place. Michigan is now the Gretna 
Green of this class of people. An attempt to incorporate the Wis- 
consin provision in the Michigan statutes failed by a very few votes 
only. The measure, it is believed, will be enacted another year. This 
illustrates the way in which the States are gradually approaching uni- 
formity. 

THE GERMAN IMPERIAL DIVORCE LAW. 

It will be remembered that our Report for the year 1899 gave 
some account of the new German Uniform Law of Divorce for the 
entire Empire, which went into effect Jan. i, 1900. Its grounds for 
divorce were four in number: adultery, attempt of either husband or 
wife on the life of the other, maliciously wilful desertion, including 
also refusal to support the wife, and continued violation of marriage 
vows, or faithless or immoral behaviour so complete as to violate the 
proprieties of marriage in a way that the innocent party can no longer 

8 



b.. 



suffer a continuance of the marriage. These are surrounded with cer- 
tain safeguards. In the case of desertion, a preliminary suit for the 
reestablishment of marital relations must be prosecuted to a decision 
and a year allowed for the deserting party to return to conjugal duty 
before the divorce can be granted. 

It is interesting to note the practical results of this law. The Chief 
of the Statistical Bureau of Berlin has kindly sent me the number of 
divorces granted in the entire Empire for several years. For the years 
1891— 1895 inclusive the annual average was 7,258. In 1896 there 
were 8,601; in 1897 there were 9,005; in 1898 there were 9,143; 
and in 1899 they had become 9,563. But under the new law in 1900 
they dropped to 8,934, and in 1901 they were 8,037. 

STATISTICS. 

For various reasons it is thought best to defer our effort to get the 
Report of the Department of Labor at Washington on Marriage and 
Divorce in the United States and Europe for the years 1867— 1889, 
which is now out of print, brought down to date until another year. 
Then conditions will be most favorable for a successful effort. 

Meanwhile we can send a summary of the figures of that Report 
to any who will send a two-cent stamp to the Secretary of the League 
at Auburndale, Mass., and we also give the following statistics of the 
nine States which publish their divorce statistics annually. 

Maine granted 552 divorces in 1892, and these have rapidly in- 
creased until there were 905 in 1902. There was one divorce to every 
7.1 marriages in 1901, and probably one to a little over 6 in 1902. 
Out of the 808 granted in 1901, 64 were for adultery; 226 for de- 
sertion; 112 for intoxication; 317 for cruelty or cruel and abusive 
treatment; and 31 for failure to support. Thirteen divorces were 
granted before the marriage had lasted a year; 227 after from i to 
5 years marriage; 217 after 5 to 10 years; 211 after 10 to 20 years; 
99 after 20 to 30 years; and 33 after more than 30 years of married 
Ufc. 

New Hampshire has lately collected her statistics of divorce from 
1858 to the present time. These are interesting as showing the en- 
tirely modern feature of the divorce movement, which the early sta- 
tistics of Connecticut fully corroborate. With the exception of the 
two smallest counties in the State, whose records were destroyed by 
fire, there were only 60 divorces in the State in 1858. All the coun- 
ties give 159 in 1870. In 1880 there were 352; in 1891 they reached 
412; and there were 482 in 190 1. In this last year there was one 
divorce to every 8.3 marriages. 
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Vermont, with an almost stationary population, granted 164 di- 
vorces in 1870; 138 in 1880; as few as 91 in 1885; but rapidly in- 
creased to 290 in 1895; then fell to 227 in 1901; but rose to 316 
in 1902, or one to every 10 marriages. The fluctuations in these fig- 
ures may be in part due to the carrying over of an unusual number of 
divorce suits in some years to the next year. 

Massachusetts granted 404 divorces in 1870; 595 in 1880; 790 
in 1892; and 1,601 in 1902. In 1872 there was one divorce to 47 
marriages; in 1882, one to 34; and in 1902, one to 16. 

Rhode Island granted 202 divorces in 1870; 274 in 1880 ; 296 
in 1892; and 482 in 1901. There were 493 divorces in 1902, one 
to 8.4 marriages. 

Connecticut averaged 497 divorces annually for the three years 
1867-1869. For the next ten years they averaged 429. In the dec- 
ade ending 1890 the average was 424. The average for the decade 
ending 1902 was 423. In 1902 there were over 354. When we re- 
member that the population of Connecticut has increased nearly 70 
per cent since 1870, it is apparent that Connecticut is really greatly 
reducing her divorce rate. The repeal of the notorious ^^ omnibus 
clause" in 1878, the stricter practice of the courts in recent years, 
the large Roman Catholic element in the increased population, and 
the wholesome influence of the churches of the State have all prob- 
ably combined to produce this result. 

Allowing the same number for New Hampshire in 1902 as there 
were in the previous year, there were 4,351 divorces granted in the 
six New England States in the year 1902. And there seems to be a 
steady increase in all except Connecticut. 

Only three other States give us recent statistics : 

Ohio granted 1,008 divorces in 1870, or one to 25 marriages. In 
1880 there were 1,578. In 1890 there were 2,306, or one to 14.5 
marriages. In 1900 there were 3,878, and in 1902 there were 4,276. 
In the last year there was a divorce for every 8.8 marriages. The 
increase was very steady until within the last six years, when it has 
been phenomenally rapid. 

Indiana granted 1,170 in 1870; 1,423 in 1880; 1,721 in 1890; 
and 2,896 in 1898. Then there were 4,031 in the next year and 
4,669 in the year 1900. In this last year there was a divorce to 
every 5.7 marriages for the entire State. But an improvement is seen 
in the figures for the last two years reported. In 1901 the number 
fell to 3,585, and in the following year there were 3,552. In 1902 
the ratio to marriages was one to 7.6. The reasons for the improve- 
ment are not apparent. Probably the new law requiring the appear- 
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ance of the State attorney to defend in certain suits will lead to still 
more improvement. 

Michigan granted 554 divorces in 1870 ; I9I49 in 1880 ; and 
2^18 in 1900. The ratio to marriages in the last year noted was 
about one to 1 1 . 

RECENT FOREIGN FIGURES. 

Some foreign figures that have been collected since 1889 show the 
trend of things in Europe. There were 1,018 divorces in Switzerland 
in 1898, and the rate since the uniform law of 1876 has not changed 
perceptibly. Nor did that law reduce divorces. The great reduction 
in Germany has already been noted on an earlier page. Divorces in 
Sweden had increased to 316 in 1892 from an average of about 200 
twenty years earlier. Belgium had 128 separations in 1870 ; 295 in 
1880, or one to 162 marriages ^ 373 in 1890, or one to 130 mar- 
riages; and 821 in 1901, or one to 41 marriages. It should be said 
that separation is the only form of divorce known in Belgium. 
France, under the divorce law of 1884, granted 6,245 ^^ ^^^St ^^^ 
reached its highest number in 1897, when 7,460 were granted. Since 
then they appear to decrease, only 7,157 being granted in the year 
1900. A still greater decrease is probable for 1902. In 1897 ^^^^^ 
were 406 divorces by conversion. That is, in France it is allowable 
to obtain a separation for five years and at the end of that time to 
apply for the conversion of the separation into an absolute divorce if 
the parties have not in the meanwhile become reconciled. In the 
Netherlands there were 156 divorces in all in 1870; 226 in 1880 ; 
and 476 in 1890. Here divorce by conversion of separations is allowed. 
In England and Wales there were 176 divorces in 1870 ; 336 in 1880 ; 
364 in 1890; and 727 in 1899. 

RHODE ISLAND CLERGYMEN ON THE MARRIAGE OF 

DIVORCED PERSONS. 

An interesting arrangement has been entered into by a large pro- 
portion of the clergy of this State, which shows that something can 
be done toward harmonious action, even where there is a wide diver- 
gence of opinion. It is mainly in the line of suggestions which the 
Secretary of the League has been making for several years, and only 
needed efficient and wise leadership, such as has been shown in Rhode 
Island, to make it practical. 

Instead of attempting the difficult, if not impossible, task of getting 
all to adopt some one rule of action, the effort was made to get as 
many as could do so to sign one or more of some five pledges, or gen- 
eral agreements. 
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Of the 350 Protestant and Hebrew clergy in the State, 1 14 will 
refuse to solemnize the marriage of strangers unless properly intro- 
duced and identified, or accompanied by friends as witnesses to the 
marriage. It was found that too many ministers put the responsibility 
of marrying strangers on the official of the State who furnishes the 
license. 

The second pledge was signed by 63. These refuse to marry a per- 
'son of another denomination who, having been divorced, could not be 
married according to the ecclesiastical rules or laws of that denomina- 
tion. It will be seen that this is based on the principle of comity be- 
tween denominations which the Commissions on Uniform Legislation 
recommended for adoption by the States in order to protect the States 
with a stricter divorce law against the looser ones. 

Eighteen, of whom seven are Episcopalians and the others of differ- 
ent Protestant denominations, refuse without exception the marriage 
of all divorced persons. 

The fourth class, of 114, refuse to officiate at the remarriage of all 
divorced persons except in the case of the innocent party in a divorce 
for adultery. 

Some 53 signed a clause favoring in substance the marriage of di- 
vorced persons who could be married under the State law. But many 
of these really take higher ground, yet were unwilling to bind them- 
selves to the more specific measures. 

In addition to these five forms of agreement, there were three 
other general propositions that were widely accepted. These related 
to the use of care in marrying strangers, to making it difficult for 
guilty divorced persons to remarry, and to advancing interdenomina- 
tional comity on the subject. 

Those who wish for the details of this experiment should enclose 
a two-cent stamp to the Rev. Frank J. Goodwin, 16 Maynard Street, 
Pawtucket, R. I., for the two pamphlets explaining the plan and giv- 
ing its results. Of course this movement has its limitations; but it 
not only will do something to check improper marriages, but will be 
a means of education and suggestion to the people of the State. It is 
hoped that the clergymen of other localities will try something like it, 
as may easily be done. As we pointed out long ago, it is not wise, to 
say the least, for the Church to permit the State to outstrip it in 
efforts to reform itself. 

A NATIONAL EFFORT ALONG THE SAME LINE. 

Under the lead of Bishop Doane, of Albany, as we noted in an 
earlier report, an effort is being made to get the various denominations 
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of Christians of the country as a whole to make some agreements in 
regard to the action of their ministers in marrying improper persons. 
This is a much slower work than the formation of local plans like that 
of Rhode Island. Some of the denominations have no national bodies 
empowered to act for all their churches in such a matter. Some of 
those who have such power meet only once in three or four years. 
And the diversity of opinion is very great. 

But the committees appointed already represent several denomina- 
tionS) and plans have been made to secure as many as possible of the 
rest, including, if practicable, the Roman Catholic Church. Although 
this Church refuses marriage to all divorced persons, yet it is thought 
by some that in appreciation of the probable adoption of the principle 
of protecting the stricter Churches against the remarriage of their 
members by Protestants, her representatives may see their way to co- 
operate in this movement. 

The committee will soon hold another meeting, and it is believed that 
it will begin by adopting the rule that ministers refuse to marry those 
from other denominations who cannot be married by their own pastors. 
Other steps are being considered. 

THE HOME IN RELIGIOUS EDUCATION. 

This special topic has received unusual impetus the past year. The 
formation of the Religious Education Association last winter is an event 
of the first importance to all friends of the Home. This Association, 
which takes in the ablest workers in all lines of religious education, 
and which aims to do for its religious side what the great National 
Educational Association has been doing for public education in general, 
has a department for the work of the Home in religious education — 
something entirely new in the organization of such bodies, but wholly 
within the line of our own pleas for many years. The addresses on 
the subject given at Chicago and the plans for the next annual meet- 
ing soon in Philadelphia promise to be most useful in calling a:ttention 
to the Home as an important factor in religious education, and to means 
for its larger use. 

In our report for 1885 it was said, in mentioning the plan of the 
Home Department of the Sunday School, which the Secretary had 
devised and brought to the notice of leading workers of the Sunday 
School that year, that ^^ should this prove a success, as now seems 
probable, the interest awakened in the work of the Home will turn 
the public mind to other unused resources of the family." Our annual 
reports have frequently given evidence of this result. The practical 
outcome of the great interest in the Home Department, which now 
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numbers hundreds of thousands of members, has been to show re- 
ligious leaders what an advantage is gained when any religious training 
is secured in the Home itself. When the idea of going outside the 
Sunday-school room, outside the branch school, outside the neighbor- 
hood class, and locating the work in one's own home, was put into use 
in the Home Department of the Sunday School, a great advance was 
made on the conventional way of doing religious work in meetings and 
classes of people drawn away from their own homes for the purpose. 
Like the first practical application of electricity, the Home Department 
of the Sunday School had within it the promise of a series of other 
inventions for bringing the Home into its true place in connection with 
other institutions for training the young and others for the work of 
life. 

A HOME DEPARTMENT OF THE CHURCH. 

Your Secretary has long been looking for these inventions or plans 
for extending the fundamental idea of the Home Department of the 
Sunday School into other fields of the Church. It would seem as 
if some inventive mind that had clearly grasped the principle would 
soon find other uses for it. No one application of a new principle in 
mechanics waits very long for efforts to use it in other directions. I 
propose here, as I have elsewhere, that our churches consider the 
suggestion of a Home Department of the Church itself. By this is 
meant a regular department of the organization that shall plan for the 
use of the Home under the proper care of the Church, so far as this is 
desirable and can be secured, in all the religious activities of the Church. 

As our former reports have pointed out, this is more likely to come 
about in those efforts which some of our churches will evidently soon 
make to reorganize their societies and other agencies, which have 
grown up and are doing their work with nothing of the close interor- 
ganization and distribution of work which now characterizes our schools 
and industrial operations. The growing sense of the enormous waste 
of our present heterogeneous collections of ecclesiastical machinery, 
and the increasing conviction that the Home has in it undeveloped 
resources for cooperation with other educational agencies, must in- 
evitably lead to some systematic provision for the use of the Home in 
' an intelligent way. The Pulpit, the Sunday School, the Pastor's 
Catechetical Class, the Young People's Society, must all yet be ex- 
pected to leave a distinct place for the work of the Home and make 
some provision for seeing that the Home does this work. 

The new Religious Education Association, of which we have just 
spoken, in its attempts to coordinate all the educational forces of the 



Church, can hardly fail to discover that the Home needs to be recog- 
nized and planned for with a care that its importance demands. This 
tnay go as far as to require something like what a Home Department 
of the Church would supply. A better and more scientific organization 
of some of our churches would seem to require that their societies 
t>e consolidated and their work be distributed in a more efficient way. 

THE HOME AS A TOPIC OF POPULAR DISCUSSION. 

It seems probable that the Home is coming to be more frequently 
made the topic of the entire meeting of ecclesiastical and similar 
assemblies. Your Secretary has been an invited speaker at two of these 
the past year. One of them was a conference of churches. The other 
was the second annual meeting of the Ohio Congress of Mothers, 
where nearly all the time of the three-days meeting was devoted to the 
Home. The meeting was held in Cleveland, and the leading educators 
of the city were drawn into service, as well as the clergy and others. 
The topics were such as these: "Parents* Meetings in the Cleveland 
Public Schools;" "The Care of the Physical Child;" "The Training 
af the Social Instinct;" "The Home as a Spiritual Teacher;" "The 
Modern Conception of Religious Education;" "The Responsibility 
3f the Church for the Promotion of Religious and Moral Education 
through the Family;" "Cooperation of Home and School;" "Ideals 
of Home and School;" and "The Influence of Divorce on the Home." 

This is especially significant for its indication of a tendency on the 
part of associations of women to return to the Home as a subject 
worthy of their especial attention, both for its needs and for the 
ibundant material the Home affords for the most interesting scientific 
study. It may soon be found that no more fascinating subject of study 
::an be taken up than that which the Home gives to every one who 
will consider it. The Home and the Communal organization, being 
in the field of social science much what cell and tissue are in biology, 
and necessarily connected in study, open in the best of ways the entire 
social problem to the student. And the interesting thing about it is 
the way in which the material lies immediately about us. 

THE HOME AND CRIME. 

This is a subject that needs to receive attention. Inquiries made of 
those who are in contact with the criminal classes, the reports of prison 
authorities, and a somewhat careful noting of the reports of crime in 
the daily press have increased the conviction that divorce, unchaste 
living, and other evils of a low condition of domestic morals have far 
more to do with crime and the conditions that lead to it than almost 
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any other single cause. Indeed, some thoughtful observers and some 
of the analyses of the statistics of crime of the more scientific charac- 
ter tend to lead one to put Home conditions first of all among the 
causes of crime. Your Secretary began to gather material for an ex- 
tended report on the relation of divorce and its kindred evils to crime. 
But he soon found the task too great for his time and means. It is to 
be hoped that some State will order such an investigation to be made. 

The business man and the tax-payer do not often seem to realize 
how much of their burdens from taxation and from the inefficiency of 
labor come from these vices and from the defective work of the Home 
in preparing the young for life, and in its influence over the adult. 
The hostility some years ago of organized labor to any use of the 
Department of Labor for the investigation of divorce, which it was 
competent under its organic law to undertake, was a curious illustration 
of this lack of apprehension of the industrial and social significance of 
domestic evils. But the indifference of Legislatures to the need of 
better laws and of provision for official statistics of social conditions in 
most States is quite as bad a symptom. 

It is suggested that the friends of the Home look into the conditions 
in their own State and consider the practicability of inaugurating 
measures for investigation, by official authority where practicable. 

LECTURES. 

Within the past year or so lectures and addresses have been given 
by the Secretary in the theological seminaries of Andover, Hartford, 
Madison, N. J., Union Theological Seminary, New York, Yale 
Divinity School, the Episcopal Divinity Schools in Cambridge and 
Middletown, in Mount Holyoke College, and in the Western Re- 
serve University. Other engagements are pending. These talks to 
students have always seemed to be greatly appreciated, and often lead 
to interesting correspondence and to practical work in our field. 

Inquiries for our Reports where they are not regularly sent constantly 
come from librarians of educational institutions, and from students in 
them. This is especially true of the South and West in recent years. 
In some of these colleges, as well as in Harvard University, students 
take up the Family for investigation in its various aspects every year. 

A GREAT WORK ON THE FAMILY. 

The University Press of Chicago announces the early publication 
of a History of Matrimonial Institutions, by Professor George E. 
Howard, for several years the head of the Department of Social and 
Political Science in Leland Stanford University. It is in three large 
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^rolumes, and is mainly devoted to English and American institutions 
relating to the Family. It is the result of thirteen years of investiga- 
tion and study, much of it in an hitherto unexplored field. Its publica- 
tion was announced for January, 1904, but the publishers write that 
its issue is delayed for three or four months, though it may possibly 
appear sooner. The friends of the Family and the students of social 
problems everywhere are under the greatest obligations to Professor 
Howard for his self-denying labors in this field. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Wm. G. Benedict, Treasurer. 
In account with the National League for the Protection of the Family. 
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and find the same to be correct. 

Everett Olin Fisk, Auditor, 
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CONTRIBUTIONS. 

in. a. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York $50 00 

3. Rev. W. H. Moore, Hartford, Conn 2 00 

15. Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. 25 00 
19. John D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio 10 00 

21. Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 35 00 

22. Prof. W. £. Huntington, Ph. D., Newton Centre . . 5 00 

28. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester ....... 10 00 

29. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

Received in January $139 00 

eb. 4. First Baptist Church, Newton Centre $10 00 

4. Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 25 00 

5. Hon. William £. Dodge,. New York 100 00 

5. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston . 25 00 

5. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

6. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

6. Pres. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, D.C. 10 00 

9. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn. 10 00 

9. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

II. James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 00 

11. Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

12. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

12. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Centre 5 00 

14. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

14. Mrs. William £. Dodge, Sr., New York 10 00 

14. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York 20 00 

14. Rev. A. Moss Merwin, Pasadena, Cal 3 00 

16. Rev. Joshua Coit, Winchester 3 00 

16. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

17. First Congregational Church, Waterbury, Conn. . . 28 06 

18. Prof. Edward Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover 5 00 

24. Frank W. Steams, Newton 10 00 

25. Rev. Charles G. Ames, Boston 10 00 

25. Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux Falls, S.D. . . 5 00 
»6. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt. . . 5 00 

26. Rev. Geo. B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

28. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N . Y 1000 

Received in February $3^^ 06 

Azr. 3. Alfred Metcalf, Providence, R. I | 5 00 

3. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

4. Hartford Theological Seminary, Hartford, Conn. . . 5 00 

5. Grace Church, New York 25 00 

5. Morris K. Jessup, New York 10 00 

5. Rt. Rev. Wm. Crosswell Doane, D.D., LL.D., Al- 

bany, N. Y 5 00 

6. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge .... 25 00 

6. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

7. Charles E. Ranlett, Aubumdale 5 00 

10. George Buraham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 
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Mar. 13* All Saints* Church, Worcester $1000 

17. E. R. Brown, Dover, N. H 5 00 

18. A. F. Weber, Albany, N. Y 3 00 

25. W. H. Eaton, Lee 5 00 

26. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

31. St. James Church, New York 25 00 

Received in March |i93 00 

Apr. 9. Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham |io 00 

10. Prof. Henry W. Farnham, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn. 25 00 

22. Robert H. Talley, Richmond, Va 5 00 

28. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

28. Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R. I. . . . . . 10 00 

30. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Received in April $ 65 00 

May 8. Rt. Rev. and Mrs. Alexander Mackay Smith, D.D., 

Philadelphia, Pa $15 00 

8. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa 10 00 

8. Rev. G. L. Demarest, D.D., Manchester, N. H. . . 5 00 

9. William P. Henzey, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

11. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J i 00 

13. Ginn and Co., Boston , 10 00 

14. Missionary Society, St. Ann*s Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. 5 00 
14. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston ...... 10 00 

19. Rev. William S. Hubbell, D.D., New York .... 10 00 

21. Miss Alice Bying^on, Stockbridge 10 00 

21. Miss Virginia Butler, Stockbridge ....... 5 00 

28. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 50 00 

Received in May $^5^ •• 

Jume 3. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge $ 5 00 

5. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

8. Rev. R. H. Weller, D.D., Jacksonville, Fla. ... 5 00 

9. Central Congregational Church, Meriden, Conn. 5 00 

13. Hon. James Schouler, LL.D., Boston 5 00 

16. Mrs. Samuel Colt, Hartford, Conn 40 00 

16. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 10 00 

17. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York 25 00 

19. Edward Whitin, Whitinsville 10 00 

20. Christ Church, Hartford 10 00 

20. Mrs. George Westinghouse, Lenox 100 00 

23. Hon. William B. Plunket, Adams 10 00 

24. William A. Read, New York 25 00 

Received in June ^260 00 

July 3. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa $25 00 

6. Rev. Stephen W. Dana, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa. . . 5 00 

7. Dr. William W. Rives, Lenox 10 60 

8. George H. Morgan, Lenox 10 00 

17. St. John*s Church, Stamford, Conn 14 80 

21. Rev. J. B. Clark, D.D., New York 5 00 
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ulj ^4. Rt. Rev. Leightoii Coleman, D.D., LL.D., Wilming- 
ton, Del l3 oo 

30. Hon. J. J. Van Alen, Newport, R. 1 25 00 

30. William B. Taylor, Lynn 5 00 

Received in July ^$102 80 

\Mg, X. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston $ 5 00 

4. W. J. Breed, Cincinnati, Ohio 5 00 

29. Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago 2 00 

Received in August |i2 00 

€pt. 5. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y $ 5 00 

%i. Rev. Herbert Lathe, Manitou, Col 5 00 

Received in September |io 00 

)ct. 5. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn $50 00 

6. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn. . 10 00 

7. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury, 

Conn 25 00 

12. Hon. Arthur F. Whitin, Whitinsville 20 00 

14. St. Stephen* s Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

14. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

16. Pres. Charles F. Thwing, D.D., LL.D., Cleveland, 

Ohio 25 00 

17. "A Vermont Lady" 50 00 

17. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown .... 10 00 
21. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York 100 00 

21. E. P. Dutton, New York 10 00 

22. Mrs. A. S. Chase, Waterbury, Conn 25 00 

22. St. John's Church, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

22. Mrs. Israel Holmes, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

22. Pres. Henry Hopkins, D.D., LL.D., Williamstown . 5 00 

22. Hon. William £. Cushing, Cleveland, Ohio .... 5 00 
24. South Evangelical Church, West Roxbury 2 iS 

31. Rev. A. St. John Chambre, D.D., Lowell . . . . . 25 00 

Received in October ^139^ 18 

lov. 7. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Aubumdale ^20 00 

7. William B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

10. Rev. George Alexander, D.D., New York 5 00 

16. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

17. Rev. A. W. Hazen, D. D. , Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 
21. Rev. John P. Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

23. Church of the Advent, Boston 25 00 

30. Rev. John R. Thurston, Whitinsville 5 00 

30. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

Received in November 1 130 00 

>ec. 3. Prof. William North Rice, Middletown, Conn. . . . | 5 00 

4. Hon. William P. Ellison, Newton 10 00 

5. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. 50 00 
5. Hon. Francis L3rnde Stetson, LL.D., New York . . 30 00 
5. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 
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Dec. 5. 
5- 
5. 
9- 
9- 

9- 
II. 

12. 

iz. 

12. 

12. 

15- 
16. 
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17. 

17. 
18. 

19. 

21. 

22. 

24. 

as- 

28. 
30. 
30. 
30. 
30. 
30. 
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31- 
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Prof. Francis G. Pcabody, D.D., Cambridge . . . 
Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, New Haven, Conn. . . 

W. W. Lockwood, New York 

Prof. W. O. At water, Ph.D., Middletown, Conn. 

A. C. Tcnny, Chelsea 

Rufus B. Fowler, Worcester . 

William G. Benedict, Boston 

Coolidge S. Roberts, Cambridge 

St. Paul's Church, Concord, N. H 

Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N..C 

Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., New York 

Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 

Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst . . 

St. John's Church, Providence,' R. I 

St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. I 

"A Friend," Haddam, Conn 

Rev. C. H. Spaulding, D.D., Cambridge . . . . 

E. O. Fisk, Boston 

Miss Mary I. Lockwood, New London, Conn. . . 
Rev. £. £. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale . . . . 

Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 

Rev. J. Edward Wright, D.D., Montpelier, Vt. 
Rev. George M. Adams. D.D., Aubumdale . . . 

Trinity Cathedral, Cleveland, Ohio 

Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn. 

Trinity Church, Hartford, Conn 

Pastor's Class, North Church, Hartford, Conn. . . 
** A Friend," Grace Church, South Framingham 

Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 

Rev. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Ware 

" A Friend " for the debt 
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The League and Its Work. 



The League was organized in 1881 by ex-President Woolsey of 
Yale and others of high standing, who were convinced that the time 
had come for some combined effort to counteract the evils that 
threaten the integrity and efficiency of the Family. 

It stands for catholic, scientific, and practical methods in the pro- 
tection of the Family and its development in a wholesome social order. 
Marriage, Divorce, Polygamy, Chastity, etc., are regarded as parts of 
the one inclusive problem of the Family. And the Family and its 
growth into the Home, it is held, should be the constant concern of 
religion, education, industry, and patriotism. The relative neglect of 
the Family in the past and the place it now holds in all departments 
of social science, and in practical philosophy, compel an increasing at- 
tention to it. The Family is now widely acknowledged to be one of 
the foremost, if not the most important, of all social problems, and 
one vital to many interests. '' More and more," says Prof. F. G. Pea- 
body, of Harvard University, ^^ we have come to see within these last 
few years that the problem of the Family is the crux of modern civi- 
lization." 

Practical results are already apparent. The Government Report on 
Marriage and Divorce, which the League proposed and secured, pre- 
pared the way for the thirty-five State Commissions on Uniform Legis- 
lation on these and other subjects. Meanwhile State legislation has 
been kept moving in the right direction. Better systems of marriage 
license and regulation, the removal of ^^ omnibus " and insanity clauses 
for divorce, the prohibition of divorce advertising, the increase of the 
term of residence before divorce is permitted in several States and all 
the Territories, restrictions upon the remarriage of the divorced in 
some, and carefully planned bills to restrict migratory and fraudulent 
or collusive divorces, now bear witness in many States to the practical 
efficiency of the movement. 

The educational work of the League behind these gains is still 
more significant. Several higher educational institutions have been 
visited every year, and touch is kept with each through correspondence 
with teachers and students. Lectures and sometimes courses of lec- 
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tures are given in these on the Family and kindred problems. Lil 
ries are supplied with our Reports and other papers. Twenty yc 
ago these subjects were rarely touched in any educational insdtutt 
Now they are studied generally, and sometimes in extended course 

Reviews and the periodical press generally have been used by tl 
Secretary and others in the treatment of the Family and allied social 
problems. Our Annual Reports often contain important discussions, 
as well as a general survey of the field. Correspondence is a means 
of giving information and incentives to legislators, specialists, teachers, 
and others who seek our aid, it being our aim to do all we can through 
others. Churches and pastors have protited by our work. The Home 
Department of the Sunday school, an increasing interest in the reli^ 
ious work of the home, greater attention to the home in sermons, pas- 
toral care, and church work, and a growing sense of its value as the 
best laboratory of the church, and the source of its supplies of men 
and money, may be cited in evidence. 

A small constituency of exceptional intelligence has hitherto been 
the chief support of this fundamental and constructive work. We 
now ask for an increase of donors who are ready, if necessary, to 
make some sacrifice to aid us. We cannot meet the calls that come 
to us for various kinds of work and for publications without motc 
money. 

Checks may be sent either to the Treasurer or Corresponding Sec- 
retary. Unsolicited donations will be especially helpful. 

Contributions may be sent to Mr. William G, Benedict, Treasurer, 
610 Atlantic Avenue, Boston, or directly to the Corresponding Secre- 
tary, Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Auburn- 
dale, Mass. 
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Notices. 



This Report, as usual, deals only with the chief topics of the year. 
Preceding Reports will be found interesting for a similar reason. These 
can be supplied for some of the years since 1890. Other Reports can 
often be found in the larger public libraries. Stamps for postage will 
always be welcome. 

The Report of the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, LL.D., Commissioner 
of Labor, on Marriage and Divorce in this country and Europe, is now 
out of print. It is hoped that this winter Congress will provide for 
bringing it down to date. Meanwhile, we can furnish copies of a brief 
" Summary of Statistics," from that Report, and a reprint of the sum- 
mary of later statistics, so far as these are accessible, from our Report 
for 1903. 

A small tract on *'The Pastor and the Home;" a paper on the origin 
and principles of "The Home Department of the Sunday School;" a 
report to the National Council of Congregational Churches on "The 
Family;" a "Summary of the Divorce Legislation of Twenty Years;" 
and a leaflet on "The Work of the League" can still be supplied 
freely to all applicants. But our other and more important papers are 
out of print. 

Reports of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation can be obtained 
from their Secretary, Albert E. Henschel, 1 1 Broadway, New York. 

Unsolicited contributions are doubly useful in a society like the 
League; for they save the time of the Corresponding Secretary for his 
proper work. An increase of one-third would greatly add to the effi- 
ciency of the work. 

Associate Annual Membership is invited from those who cannot 
give large sums. This is freely granted to all proper persons, both 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment of fve dollars for the year. Such 
persons become members in full for the time. // you cannot he a larger 
contributory will you not send your request for associate memhership^ with 
the fecy and thus share in this work for the family? Every one who has 
profited by the work of the League, or who believes in its mission, is 
urgently requested to aid us by a contribution of money. 

The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey & Co., 



Boston, Mass., vnll gratefully acknowledge all contributions sent to 
him. 

Correspondence relating to the work of the League should be ad- 
dressed to the Corresponding Secretary, the Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., 113 Hancock Street, Aubumdale, Mass. Contributions may 
also be sent directly to him. 



Minutes. 



A special meeting of the National League for the Protection of the 
Family, called by the Chairman of the Executive Committee, President 
George Harris, D.D., and by the Corresponding Secretary, S. W. Dike, 
LL.D., was held at the Congregational House, Room 206, at 2.30 p.m., 
April 18, 1904. Vice-President George Harris presided. The Secretary 
read the call of the meeting, the business of which was to elect a Treas- 
urer in place of the late Mr. William G. Benedict. 

The following resolution was adopted : 

Resolved^ That in the death, March 30, 1904, of Mr. William G. Ben- 
edict, our Treasurer for twenty-three years, covering the entire exist- 
ence of the League, the National League for the Protection of the Family 
has lost a most valuable ofEcer and contributor. Mr. Benedict was not 
only an accurate and efficient Treasurer, but an officer of remarkably 
good judgment and fine business sense. He was also the same cautious, 
thoughtful, and kind gentleman, and a man whose modesty concealed 
much of his real ability from those who did not know him well. In 
quiet ways he rendered many services to us beyond his generous gifts 
of time and money. It is ordered that this resolution be entered in the 
minutes of this meeting and inserted in our next Annual Report, and 
that a copy be sent to the family of Mr. Benedict. 

Mr. Wolcott Johnson, of Boston, was voted a member of the League. 
Mr. Wolcott Johnson was elected Treasurer in place of the late Mr. 
Benedict. 

Voted to adjourn. 

C. H. SPALDING, 

Recording Secretary. 



The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of 
the Family was held in the Diocesan House, No. i Joy Street, Boston, 
on Friday, Jan. 20, 1905, at 2 p.m. In the absence of the other officers, 
the meeting was called to order by the Corresponding Secretary, Dr. 
S. W. Dike. 

F. Gaylord Cook, Esq., was chosen Chairman, and William H. Cobb 
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Recording'^Secretary. Dr. Dike read in summary form the annual re- 
port of the Corresponding Secretary. 

Votedy To accept the report and order it printed and distributed. 
FoteJy To re-elect the ofEcers of the past year. 
Votedy To accept the Treasurer's report when presented, and to refer 
it to £. O. Fisk as auditor. 
Adjourned. 

WILLIAM H. COBB, 
Recording Secretary^ fro tern. 



Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



In presenting our Twenty-fourth Annual Report we have much rea- 
son for congratulation. The year 1904 was one of unprecedented inter- 
est in problems of the Family. The Divorce question has had public 
attention as in no other year. The summary of the legislation on Di- 
vorce for twenty years, the action of leading churches on Divorce and 
the Family, the discussions of uniform laws in some of our universities, 
the publication of a great work on Matrimonial Institutions, the growth 
of the Home Department of the Sunday school, with its hundreds of 
thousands of members, the place the Home is getting in the attention of 
the Religious Education Association, and the wider public recognition 
of the importance of the Home are reasons for encouragement. Possi- 
bly it will be thought best to make special note of the twenty-fifth an- 
niversary of the organization of the League next year. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES. 

The receipts for the year were 1^2,050.78, and the expenses were 
f 2,165.36, leaving a deficit of 1^114.58 for the year, instead of a small 
surplus to apply on the debt, as in 1903. This is a disappointment, and 
due in great part to exceptional conditions. One fourth of the contribu- 
tions of the year were not received until December. Our friends will see 
the advantage to us of their sending their contributions as early in the 
year as practicable. It is hoped that an increasing number of individ- 
uals and churches will come to our support. The sum available for gen- 
eral expenses, especially for printed matter, for which there is constant 
inquiry beyond^our ability to supply, should be largely increased 

STATISTICS' 

We stated in our last Report that owing to certain conditions, due 
largely to the organization of the new Department of Commerce and 
Labor, which had more work assigned to it than the money granted to 
it by Congress would pay for, we thought it best to defer pressing the 
call for an appropriation to bring the Report of 1889 on Marriage and 
Divorce down to date until this winter, when it was thought conditions 
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would be such as to favor the appropriation. We accordingly sent in 
petitions and took other steps to secure the appropriation. For a time 
everything seemed to promise success this winter; but on the assembling 
of Congress it soon became evident that a policy of economy, especially 
in regard to undertaking any new enterprises like ours, would rule, and 
that it would be useless, if not worse, to press our petitions. We have 
accordingly dropped the subject for this session. The loss to the host 
of students, legislators, and others who are in the dark concerning the 
years since 1886, except in the case of the nine States that publish these 
statistics annually, is very great. It is a pity that we cannot have the 
few thousand dollars that will enable the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to supplement the invaluable Report of 1889 by one that shall 
bring our information down to date. But we shall in time get this.^ 

Meanwhile the States ought to provide their own statistics in many 
cases. There should be no good reason why such great and wealthy 
States as New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, and others should not col- 
lect and publish annually their statistics of Births, Marriages,, Divorces, 
and Deaths, as well as Vermont and Rhode Island. No people of a pro- 
gressive State should be without the data such publications afford. The 
Hon. Carroll D. Wright, in the Report of the United States government 
of 1889 on the subject, pointed out this need of the States and urged ac- 
tion to meet it. The International Statistical Society, at its meeting in 
this country, did the same. We urge the subject on the attention of the 
readers of this Report, and commend the system of Michigan as a 
good form to adopt. Surely these matters of the Family are of equal 
importance to the welfare of our people with those of material things 
on which we are now collecting and publishing a vast amount of in- 
formation. Will not readers move in the matter ? 

We can still supply to applicants our abstract of the statistics con- 
tained in the Government Report of 1889, and also the summary of 
recent statistics of Divorce that appeared in our own Report of last year. 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

As very few Legislatures held sessions in 1904, the record for the year 
is brief. New York provides for the enforcement in that State of judg- 
ments in cases of divorce or separsltion obtained in other States on the 
parties when they come to live in the State of New York. 

New Jersey forbids the marriage of those who have been judged in- 

^ A few days after writing the above I was in Washington and found conditions so favorable to 
immediate action that the attention of President Roosevelt was called to the subject, and he imine' 
diately promised to send in a message to the Congress, urging it to provide for the collecdon of 
statistics. This he did January 30, and we may confidently look for the deared proWtton this wis' 
ter. It is found that the Census Office can best do the work. 
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sane, epileptic, and those of feeble mind except on certificate that they 
have become sound. 

Ohio provides that no license of marriage shall issue to the classes 
just named, nor to habitual drunkards, nor to any one under the in- 
fluence of any intoxicating liquor or narcotic drug at the time of making 
application for license. 

Louisiana forbids the marriage of first cousins. 

Interest in better Divorce Laws has been marked in the South the 
last year. Reports and inquiries regarding the best methods of pro- 
ceeding to procure better laws have come lately from Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, and Texas. We are especially glad to see this movement in the 
South; for effort at reform there is needed to meet the newer social con- 
ditions before the situation becomes more difficult. I also learn that 
South Dakota, which improved its Divorce law a few years ago by 
raising its term of residence, is contemplating a further improvement. 
A movement for better legislation is also reported from Indiana. 

THE DIVORCE LEGISLATION OF TWENTY YEARS. 

From the work of Prof. George E. Howard we have compiled the fol- 
lowing summary of the Divorce Legislation of the years 1 884-1903. We 
think many will be surprised at the gains really made. Professor How- 
ard says of them, "Within this period the foundation of what may some- 
time become a common and effective Divorce Code for the whole Union 
has slowly been laid." 

The term of residence before an applicant can sue for Divorce has 
been raised from ninety days in North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Oklahoma, and from six months in Arizona, California, and Geor- 
gia, to one year; except that in South Dakota the term is six months 
unless the defendant is a non-resident. New Jersey requires three 
years if the offence is adultery. Virginia prescribes one year in the 
county where one of the parties lives. Delaware forbids Divorce to 
all non-residents unless the alleged cause be also a statutory cause in the 
State of former residence. Colorado, Connecticut, and Vermont 
provide fuller notice to non-resident defendants. Missouri and one or 
two other States make stricter regulations regarding domicile. Maine 
alone has made conditions for parties coming into the State a little easier. 

Delaware by constitutional amendment has transferred jurisdic- 
tion over Divorce from the Legislature to the Courts. Indiana, New 
Jersey, and Rhode Island have provided for limited Divorces. 

Arizona has abolished its "omnibus "clause. Florida, Idaho, Utah, 
and Washington have added insanity to their legal grounds for Di- 
vorce, but generally with careful safeguards. Arkansas and North Da- 



KOTA have removed this cause from their statutes. The District of Co- 
lumbia has now only one cause for Divorce, — adultery, — in place of 
four, while Colorado has added felony. Pennsylvania and Texas re- 
strict their provisions for Divorce for crime. A limited Divorce in Lou- 
isiana can now be made absolute on petition of the applicant in one 
year, and of the defendant after two years. Massachusetts has added 
the excessive use of opium and other drugs to the grounds for Divorce. 

Restrictions on the remarriage of divorced persons have been made 
in twelve States: Alaska, California, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, North Carolina, 
North Dakota, and Wisconsin. This has been done in two ways: 
either all decrees have been made nisi, or operative only after six months 
or a year, or by positive prohibition of remarriage for one or two years. 

Advertising to procure Divorces has been made illegal in Califor- 
nia, Idaho, Indiana, Michigan, Oregon, and Washington. The 
State's attorney has been required to appear in cases where no other de- 
fence is made, or in all cases in Colorado, Idaho, Indiana, Mich- 
igan, Oregon, and Washington. 

Colorado and Pennsylvania now require the insertion of the date 
and cause of Divorce in the marriage license of all divorced persons who 
remarry, and Connecticut requires the statement of the fact of Divorce 
in the new marriage certificate. 

All the six New England States have perfected their systems for 
the collection and publication of their statistics of Marriage and Di- 
vorce, Maine having begun the work within the period and New Hamp- 
shire carrying it back to 1858. 

Congress enacted a uniform Marriage Law for all the Territories and 
made the term of residence in them one year before a Divorce can be 
obtained. It also provided for the Report of the Department of Labor 
of 1889 on Marriage and Divorce in the United States and Europe, with 
the laws and statistics for twenty years. Thirty-five States created Com- 
missions on Uniform Legislation on these and other subjects, which are 
preparing a bill on Uniform Procedure in Divorce Cases. 

lUNIFORM. LEGISLATION. 

I have been unable to learn that the Commissions on Uniform Legis- 
lation did an3^hing on Marriage and Divorce at their meeting in St. 
Louis. The president of the joint conference made some valuable sug- 
gestions on the subject, but has not responded to my request for a copy 
of his annual address, as he usually does with promptness. 

In recent years it has been a frequent practice for law students in our 
universities to debate, generally with those of some other school, in a 
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prize contest, the subject of " Uniformity through Constitutional Amend- 
ment." In the last year this has been done in the Universities of Penn- 
sylvania and Virginia and in the Washington and Lee University; I think 
also in Cornell. The students on both sides generally v^rite me for in- 
formation, and often send me accounts of their debates. I believe in 
every instance the choice of sides falls on that favoring constitutional 
amendment, and in every instance the other proves to be the winning 
side. The young men go into the subject with great enthusiasm and 
make very thorough study of it, sometimes bringing out literature of 
special importance. This is interesting in several ways, but especially 
as a confirmation of the strong tendency on the part of all who really 
study the subject to abandon the advocacy of an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in the interests of uniformity of law. 
Such an amendment we have always contended may possibly come, 
but it must probably wait, if it comes at all, until the experiment of 
cooperative State legislation has been fairly tried. A study of the leg- 
islation of the last twenty years, as sketched on another page of this Re- 
port, will show that there has been a strong, though unconscious trend 
in the direction towards uniformity through the independent action of 
the States, 

LECTURES.- 

Lectures have been given during the year at Yale University, Drew 
Theological Seminary, Madison, N. J., and the General Theological 
Seminary in New York. More than the usual number of calls have 
come for addresses at meetings of ministers, before clubs and similar 
bodies interested in Divorce or problems of the Family. Prof. George 
E. Howard and myself read papers at the Congress of Arts and Sci- 
ence in St. Louis. These papers will be published in the Proceed- 
ings of that remarkable gathering of the scientific men of this country 
and Europe, and mine will be reprinted for the use of the League in 
four or five months. It was on "The Problem of the Family," and the 
first half of it was a survey of the movement of the last twenty-five 
years, while the remaining half attempted to outline the work that is 
before us in the early future 

fPUBLICATIONS. 

A notable work has appeared this year in "The History of Matrimo- 
nial Institutions," from the University Press of Chicago, in three large 
volumes. It is by Prof. George E. Howard, now of the University of 
Nebraska, and is the result of fifteen years of research and study. 

In the preface Professor Howard says: "The Family and its cognate 
institutions ought to enter more fully into popular thought; and they 
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should have much larger relative space in the educational program. 
From the home circle to the university they are worthy to become a vital 
part of systematic social training. In the hope of aiding somewhat in 
winning for them due scientific recognition, this book is written. It 
seems not impossible that a sustained history of the matrimonial insti- 
tutions of the English race in its 'three homes' may prove a positive 
advantage, especially in gathering the materials and planning the work 
for more detailed investigations." It is to be remembered that this is 
not a history of the immense subject of the Family, much less of the 
Home, but only of Marriage and Divorce, though much light is inci- 
dentally thrown on the whole subject of the Family — and it is a his- 
tory of these institutions in the English-speaking race only. 

But the work is incomparably better done than ever before, and much 
of it is original and in fields that have been hitherto inaccessible. The 
first half is probably the most accurate survey and best estimate of the 
results of recent .scholarship regarding Marriage and Divorce in prim- 
itive society in existence. The account of the rise of ecclesiastical 
marriage is extremely interesting, and of great practical value to the 
student of the relation of the Church to marriage. Strange as it may 
seem to the ordinary reader, it was not until the thirteenth century that 
the Church obtained full control of the marriage ceremony. It came 
only after a long struggle by which it was gradually acquired from the 
possession of the families concerned, or of the secular authorities. And 
the struggle between the State and the Church for the control of mar- 
riage is one of the most interesting and at the same time one of the most 
intricate subjects of the historical student; yet a knowledge of the move- 
ment is of great value to the student of the modern problem of legis- 
lation and of church action on the subject. 

The last half of the second volume and almost the entire third vol- 
ume is nearly all an entirely original contribution to the history of 
Marriage and Divorce in the United States. The Colonial period is fully 
covered for the first time. It was our desire that the Government Re- 
port of 1889 on Marriage and Divorce should give an account of the leg- 
islation of the country from the earliest times, if practicable; but it was 
found to be as much as could be done to go over the twenty years cov- 
ered by the statistics then collected. Yet Professor Howard, alone and 
without the aid of government resources, has investigated every statute 
of the Colonies and States from the first down to 1904. In some in- 
stances he had to go through unpublished Colonial Records. 

For us this is one of the most valuable parts of his work. It enables 
the legislator and the student to see for himself just what has been the 
trend of American law and what needs to be done. 
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THE LEADING PROTESTANT CHURCHES ON DIVORCE. 

There has been more interest in the churches on the subject of Divorce 
than in any former year. The Methodist Episcopal Church at its 
last General Conference, recognizing a united effort on the part of Prot- 
estant Churches of the United States, through an Inter-Church Confer- 
ence, ''to rouse the religious and moral sentiment of the land in defence 
of the purity and stability of the marriage relation," did two things: it 
provided for representation on this Conference proposed by the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church, and it called the special attention of all its 
ministers to the law of the Methodist Church relating to the marrying 
of divorced persons, and earnestly insisted upon the necessity of 
strict obedience to it. This law allows no Divorce except for adultery, 
and forbids ministers to solemnize marriage in any case where there is 
a divorced wife or husband living. It makes an exception in case of the 
innocent party in a Divorce for adultery and in the reunion of divorced 
parties. 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, North, adopted 
a somewhat elaborate report. According to it, some ten National 
Churches are represented on the Inter-Church Conference, which it 
regards as ''not alone a significant, providential opportunity to imme- 
diate duty regarding the grave questions at first suggested for consid- 
eration, but also a providential opportunity to bind together the forces 
of righteousness, represented by the Christian Churches of our country, 
for the suppression of other evils and for the advancement of other re- 
forms." 

The General Assembly then enjoined all the ministers of the Church 
to refuse to perform the marriage ceremony in the cases of divorced per- 
sons except those divorced for causes allowed by the standards of the 
Church. It issued an appeal and address on the subject, and requested 
that it be read by pastors from their pulpits. The attention of the Pres- 
bjrteries was called to this action, and they were requested to exercise 
needful oversight and discipline to secure the enforcement of existing 
laws and obedience to the injunctions of the General Assembly. It con- 
tinued its Committee on Marriage and Divorce, with instructions to 
vigorous work. And finally it, in recognition of the principle of comity 
between churches, advised each of its ministers to refuse to unite per- 
sons in marriage coming from other churches whose marriage is pro- 
hibited under the rules of their own Church, unless in the peculiar cir- 
cumstances bf a given case the refusal would do injustice to an innocent 
person who has been divorced for Scriptural reasons. 

The great debate for several days in the House of Deputies of the 
General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church was so widely 
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reported that little need be said of it. The proposed canon doing away 
with all Divorce was defeated, though a majority vote for it was secured 
in the Committee of the Whole. The old canon which allows Divorce 
for adultery only, and marriage to the innocent party was, however, in 
the judgment of most, strengthened by certain provisions. A year must 
elapse before the innocent party in the case of the Divorce for adultery 
can be remarried. Evidence of the facts in the case, including a copy 
of the court decree, and record if practicable, with proof that the de- 
fendant was personally served with notice and appeared in the action, 
must be laid before the ecclesiastical authority, who, having taken legal 
advice thereon, shall issue a license to such remarriage. It is further pro- 
vided that it shall be within the discretion of any minister to decline to 
celebrate the marriage of all divorced persons. In this way the canon 
does not bind the conscience of the large class of Episcopal ministers 
who have conscientious objecrions to the remarriage of all divorced per- 
sons. 

The National Council of Congregational Churches took a step farther 
in response to a memorial of your Secretary. For in addition to charging 
its committee with the duty of cooperating with the committees of 
other churches, it made it the special duty of this ^^ standing committee 
on the relation of the Church to the present problems of Family life; 
said committee to be charged with the studious inquiry into the mate- 
rial, industrial, educational, and legal conditions upon which the fulfil- 
ment of the functions of the Family depends, and the recommendation 
of such attitude and action of the churches thereto as their own inter- 
ests and those of the Family alike require in view of the facts." This 
committee is to begin its work at once, and report at the end of three 
years to the next Council. 

Perhaps other national bodies of Christians have taken similar action 
during the year. I have noted action by the Southern Unitarians, the 
Massachusetts Baptists, the Maryland Lutherans, and the Illinois Meth- 
odists. All these, except the CSeneral Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church, agree with the present position of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church. The Congregationalists, Baptists, and others with an independ- 
ent church polity, of course can only advise their local churches, not 
having power to make rules for the whole. The Congregationalists and 
the others are probably in substantial agreement with the general posi- 
tion. The Presbyterians allow Divorce for desertion under certain con- 
ditions. A conference of the Inter-Church ^Committees will be held 
in Washington within a few days ' 

* 

^This conference was held January 25 and 26, and important action was taker\ unanimously. 
The results of its proceedings will be published very soon. 



THE BROADER OUTLOOK FOR THE CHURCH. 

The action of the Council of the Congregationalists is noteworthy 
for its outlook beyond the matter of restraints upon the marriage of im- 
proper persons, however important that may be. It rests on the assump- 
tion that neither the legislation of the State nor the discipline of the 
Church is sufEcient to meet the evil; for the problem is a social one, and 
therefore must be treated by the use of the entire range of social forces. 
As a people we are slowly coming to see that this is true of all our social 
problems, and that it is, therefore, only as we work all along the line 
that we can hope for the highest success, even in any one direction. The 
religious, educational, industrial, and political interests of society are 
so interwoven that wise efforts at reform in any one direction must act 
upon all these interests to secure real progress in any one of them. For 
these reasons I should like it had the General Convention of the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Church appointed a standing committee similar to the 
one of the Congregationalists. Such a committee in a Church strong in 
its scholarship and its recognition of organic relations could have done 
a great work for us all. The lack of that specific study of the possibil- 
ities of the Home as a factor in the work of the Church which we have 
given to the Sunday School and other agencies for training people in 
collections like societies or assemblies, the resources which modern 
study of the institutions of society have given us, and the evident need 
of finding the true place of the Home in the work of life, and seeing that 
it fills that place, should make this an inviting field of work for the eager 
student and the earnest pastor. 

THE HOME DEPARTMENT OF THE SUNDAY SCHOOL. 

The success of this institution, which we outlined and put into the 
hands of the Sunday-School societies to show what could be done in this 
very direction, is an evidence of the solid ground on which this line of 
suggestion rests. Probably the Home Department has never grown 
faster than in the last two or three years. The statistics of the Massa- 
chusetts Sunday School Association show that there are now 34,000 
members of the Home Department in this State alone. This is ten per 
cent of the total Sunday-School membership of the State. A like ratio 
throughout the country would give a million and a third; but at present 
the number is nothing like this figure. Nearly all of these are so many 
additions to the Sunday School. Only the other day one of the best of 
the State home missionary secretaries spoke of the marvellous aid this 
institution was giving to pastors. 

Owing to peculiar misunderstandings, which are now in the way of 
correction so that all doubt will be removed as to the origin and precise 
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principles underlying the Home Department, the institution had a slow 
growth for some years, from its being embarrassed with machinery that 
did not belong to it and that obscured its simplicity. But the practical 
good sense of leaders in the field led to a return to the original simplicity 
of the plan, and now the historical ground is being cleared to the same 
purpose. Let our pastors see that the Home Department be used so as 
to set the Home about its own work. Further, let some try to apply its 
principle in other directions. Why should not the Home of those who 
do attend the sessions of the Sunday School be assigned a certain class 
of work in the study of the Bible, or in other religious instruction, be held 
responsible for doing it, and then leave the Sunday School to supple- 
ment the work of the Home and not supplant that work ? To our mind 
one of the greatest needs of the educational field is that of a more intel- 
ligent division of the common work between the Church School, the Pub- 
lic School, and the Home, so that each can work in an intelligent cooper- 
ation with the others. At present each of these three institutions is do- 
ing its own work too much by itself. Waste, duplication, and work at 
cross-purposes are inevitable until the principles of social cooperation 
are applied. 

SOME NOTABLE UTTERANCES REGARDING THE HOME. 

I think more of these have come to my notice this year than in any 
former year of our League. Take this one from President Woodrow 
Wilson, of Princeton University, in the Sunday School Times: 

"We must realize that the first and most intimate organization for 
the indoctrinating of the next generation is the Home, is the Family. 
This is the key to the whole situation. That is the reason that you must 
get hold of the whole Family when you get hold of the children in your 
Sunday-School work; that your work will not be more than half done 
when you merely get the children there, and, it may be, their mothers. 
You must include the fathers and get your grip on the Home organiza- 
tion in such wise that the children will have the atmospheric pressure 
of Christianity the week through." 

This is from an article on "The Young People and the Church." 
Would that both the Sunday-School leaders and those who manage the 
affairs of our Young People's Societies would make this principle, 
which is eminently one of sound sociology, the real force it should be in 
all work for the young. 

Then take this, from the resolutions of the last meeting of the Religious 
Education Association. It is the third of the four resolutions adopted at 
the convention: 

"That the most important institution for the development of charac- 
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ter is the Family. Yet precisely here disintegrating forces are most evi- 
dent. Partly through neglect, partly through the difficulty of adjusting 
Family training to the complications of modern life, the rising gener- 
ation is being largely neglected at the most vital point." 

Attention is called here to the half-dozen papers and addresses on the 
Home in the early part of the volume of the Proceedings of this conven- 
tion. One will have to go far to find more that is suggestive on this sub- 
ject than what may be found in these thirty-five pages. The Religious 
Education Association in its broad treatment of its field cannot fail to 
reach far into this important subject. What we said on a previous page 
on the great need of a better coordination of social forces for their com- 
mon ends receives emphasis from these quotations. And we make no 
apology for repeating in our Reports from time to time this urgent plea 
for attention to the undeveloped resources of the Home. Important as 
we hold Church and State action on Marriage and Divorce, we believe 
it is of far more importance that the Church and all other social institu- 
tions bring the latent powers of the Home into their proper activity in 
their true place in society. When our churches will spend a tenth of the 
money and personal effort that they have put into the Sunday School 
and Young People's Societies on work directly for the Home, new life 
will be given to the religious and other social agencies of our land. Will 
not those who see the truth of our contention put themselves at work 
along this line, and see that others are stirred up to join in the work ? 

Mr. William G. Benedict, who was our Treasurer from the first, died 
suddenly early in the year. Some notice of our sense of loss in his death 
will be found in the Minutes of the meeting held April i8, to elect a suc- 
cessor. We consider ourselves fortunate in securing the services of Mr. 
Wolcott H. Johnson, of C. F. Hovey and Company, Boston, as Treas- 
urer. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Jan, 20y igo^. 



SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts 92,o$o 78 

Expenses 

Express and Telephone H ^5 

Postage 46 25 

Stationery 7 10 

Printing 114 05 

Travelling 124 11 

Advertising 18 80 

Rent 50 00 

365 36 

•1,685 43 

Applied to salary of Rev. S. W. Dike, Secretary 1,685 43 

Amount of debt January i, 1904 258 50 

Deficit for year 1904 114 58 

Amount of debt January i, 1905 $373 08 

January 20, 1905. 
I have this day examined the Treasiuy accounts and find the same to be correct. 

Everett O. Fisk, Auditor. 

CONTRIBUTIONS. 

Jan. I. Mrs. Samuel Colt, Hartford, Conn $ 40 00 

I. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York 50 00 

9. Rev. Francis Goodwin, Hartford, Conn 20 00 

13. Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn 25 00 

18. President W. E. Himtington, LL.D., Newton Center 5 00 

20. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

26. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

26. Col. Jacob L. Greene, Hartford, Conn 35 00 

Received in January $182 00 

Feb. I. Mrs. W. E. Dodge, New York $100 00 

I. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston 25 00 

4. Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux Falls, S. D 5 00 
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b.j^4'j James;.C. Braman, Aubumdale $io oo 

5. Hon. Lyman D. Brewster, Danbury, Conn 5 00 

5. Rev. G. L. Demarest, D.D., Manchester, N. H 5 00 

5. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

5. Rev._W. Spooner Smith, Worcester 10 co 

6. President Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, D. C. 10 co 

6. Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

8. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

8. Rev. S. C. Bushnell, Arlington 3 00 

9. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

9. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

12. Hon. Robert D. Benedict, Brookl}^, N. Y 10 00 

12. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York, N. Y 20 00 

12. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

12. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

12. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

12. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., LL.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

17. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

17. Prof. E. Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover 5 00 

17. St. Ann's Woman's Missionary Society, Brookl}^, N. Y. . . 5 00 

17. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

24. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 10 00 

27. Rev. Charles G. Ames, Boston 5 00 

28. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., BurUngton, Vt 5 00 

28. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

29. Rev. A. Moss Merwin, Pasadena, Cal. . . . : 3 00 

Received in February $358 00 

ar. 2. First Congregational Church, Waterbury, Conn $ 18 63 

3. John D. R. Lamson, Toledo, 10 00 

3. First Baptist Church, Newton Center 15 00 

4. Charles E. Ranlett, Aubumdale 5 00 

7. Alfred Metcalf, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

7. Grace Church, New York, N. Y 50 00 

7. Rt. Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield 10 00 

8. Rt. Rev. William C. Doane, D.D., LL.D., Albany, N. Y. . . 5 00 

10. Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 25 00 

18. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

24. Rev. Joshua Coit, Winchester i 00 

31. Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., Boston 5 00 

Received in March $159 63 

)r. 2. George Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa $ 25 00 

7. Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham 5 00 

7. Rev. J. W. Mcllvain, D.D., Baltimore, Md i 00 

9. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

11. Prof. Henry W. Famham, R. P. D., New Haven, Conn. . . 25 00 
15. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J i 00 
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Apr. 15. President William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, N. H. $10 00 

30. John Davis, Lincoln, Neb i 00 

26. Park Congregational Church, Norwich, Conn 10 00 

Received in April $ 88 oc 

May 3. Rt. Rev. W. N. McVickar, D.D., Providence, R. I $ 20 00 

3. Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

3. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

7. Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa.. 15 00 

13. Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn 3 00 

Received in May $ 53 oc 

June 12. Miss Alice Byington, Stockbridge $ 5 00 

12. Ginn and Company, Boston 10 00 

12. Mrs. Richard H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

12. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

14. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston 10 00 

14. Congregational Church, Watertown, Conn 17 5° 

14. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge 25 00 

16. William P. Henzey, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

17. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York 25 00 

17. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 10 00 

18. Hon. James Schouler, LL.D., Boston 5 00 

30. Miss Virginia Butler, Stockbridge 10 00 

Received in Jime $157 50 

July 8. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa $ 25 00 

19. St. John's Parish, Stamford, Conn 19 65 

23. William B. Taylor, Ljmn 5 00 

26. Rev. J. B. Clark, D.D., New York 5 00 

27. Rt. Rev. Leighton Coleman, D.D., LL.D., Wilmington, Del. 3 00 

30. "A Friend," Haddam, Conn 5 00 

Received in July $ 62 65 

Aug. 8. Hon. William B. Plimkett, Adams $ 10 00 

8. Dr. WiUiam C. Rives, Lenox 10 00 

16. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

31. William J. Breed, Cincinnati, Ohio 5 00 

Received in August % 30 00 

Sept. 14. Trinity Church, Newport, R. I $ 10 00 

15. Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 2 00 

16. Hon. R. H. Gardiner, Boston 5 00 

Received in September $ 17 00 

Oct. 6. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn $ 50 00 

6. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury, Conn. 25 00 

7. "A Vermont Lady" 50 00 

8. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

15. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 
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ct. 15. Rev. John H. Dennison, D.D., Williamstown $10 00 

28. E. P. Dutton, New York 10 00 

28. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

29. Mrs. Giknan C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

29. Hon. J. P. Bates, Brookline 10 00 

29. Mrs. George Westinghouse, Lenox 100 00 

Received in October S330 00 

ov. 2. Mrs. Augustus S. Chase, Waterbury, Conn $ 25 00 

2. J. Howard Nichols, Newton 5 00 

8. William H. Eaton, Lee 5 00 

9. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Aubumdale 20 00 

10. Morris K. Jesup, New York 10 00 

16. Rev. Alfred Poole Grint, Ph.D., New London, Conn 2 00 

17. William B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

19. Rev. Herbert W. Lathe, Denver, Col 5 00 

20. Dr. Luden Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

23. St. John's Church, Waterbury, Conn i 00 

23. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

30. Rev. A. W. Hazen, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5 00 

Received in November $107 00 

ec. 3. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn $ 50 00 

3. Prof. William North Rice, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5 00 

3. Mrs. W. P. Ellison, Newton 10 00 

3. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 30 00 

5. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 25 00 

5. St. Agnes' Chapel, New York 10 00 

6. First Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

6. Rev. Ozora S. Davis, Ph.D., New Britain, Conn 2 00 

6. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

7. W. W. Lockwood, New York 5 00 

7. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge 5;^ 00 

8. Rufus B. Fowler, Worcester 5 00 

8. A. C. Tenney, Chelsea i 00 

8. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

8. Rev. George L. Paine, Dorchester 5 00 

13. Trinity Church, Boston 25 00 

14. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

15. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

15. The Church Settlement Association, Concord, N. H 5 00 

15. Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., New York 10 00 

15. Rev. George M. Adams, D.D., Aubumdale 5 00 

16. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 3 00 

16. South Evangelical Church, West Roxbury 5 00 

16. Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst 15 00 

19. Hon. Robert Treat Paine, Boston 5 00 

19. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 
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Dec. 3o. Everett O. Fisk, Boston $5 oo 

30. Center Congregational Church, Meriden, Conn 5 oo 

39. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Aubumdale 40 00 

23. Rev. James W. Bizler, D.D., New London, Conn 10 00 

37. "A Friend," Grace Church, South Framingham 5 00 

38. First Congregational Church, Nashua, N. H 10 00 

38. Church of the Ascension, New York 35 00 

39. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 25 00 

31. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

31. Rev. Amory H. Bradford, D.D., Montdair, N. J 5 00 

31. Rt. Rev. W. A. Leonard, D.D., Cleveland, 10 00 

31. St. John's Church, Providence, R. 1 30 00 

31. Pres. Henry Hopkins, D.D., LL.D., Williamstown 5 00 

31. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

31. Anon3rmous 35 00 

31. Mrs. Coolidge S. Roberts, Cambridge 30 00 

Received in December $506 00 
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The National League for the Pro- 
tection of the Family. 



The League stands for catholic, scientific, and practical methods in 
the protection and the improvement of the Family, and its development 
in a wholesome social order. Marriage, Divorce, Polygamy, Chastity, 
etc., are regarded as parts of one inclusive problem of the Family. And 
the Family and its growth into the Home, it is held, should be the con- 
stant concern of Religion, Education, Industry, and Patriotism. The 
relative neglect of the Family in the past, and the place it now holds in 
all departments of social science and in practical philosophy, compel an 
increasing attention to it. Mr. James Bryce has said, ''One might al- 
most say that the Family is the fundamental and permanent problem of 
human society." And Prof. F. G. Peabody says, "More and more we 
have come to see within the last few years that the problem of the Fam- 
ily is the crux of modern civilization." 

Practical results already appear. The League proposed and secured 
the Government Report on Marriage and Divorce, which President 
Roosevelt asks Congress to bring down to date. It did much to secure 
the Thirty-five State Commissions on Uniform Legislation. It has been 
the leading agency in securing better systems of Marriage license and 
record in several States. In Divorce the removal of "omnibus" and in- 
sanity clauses for divorce and other useful legislation have come about. 
Within the last twenty years seven States have made the advertising of 
divorce business illegal. Six have provided for the defence of all, or of 
uncontested cases. Twelve have placed restrictions on the remarriage 
of divorced persons. Three have provided for limited divorces. Del- 
aware has forbidden the granting of divorces to all non-residents for 
causes not on the statute-book of their own State. The District of 
Columbia has reduced its causes from four to one, and many minor reg- 
ulations have been made. And thirty-five States have created Commis- 
sions on Uniform Legislation. 

The educational work behind legislation is still more important. Lec- 
tures afid sometimes courses of lectures have been given in over sixty 
universities, theological seminaries, and other higher educational insti- 
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tudons, and we are in constant touch with such institutions by corf 
spondence and the putting of our reports and papers in libraries, wha 
they are eagerly sought by l^islators, professors, anc students. Twei 
years ago the Family and its incident problems were rarely touched I 
these institutions. Now they are common themes of study. 

Reviews and the periodical press have been used very largely by 4 
Secretary and others in the treatment of our subjeas. A literature J 
the Family is growing up. The great work of Prof. G. E. Howard, i 
the "History of Matrimonial Institutions," just published, is an i 
stance. Our Annual Repons are sought by many for their survey ■ 
progress and their discussions of vital questions. 

Correspondence is a means of keeping in touch with legislators, sM 
cialists, and others who seek our aid. It has been our aim to do all tS 
is possible through others. 

The interest of all the leading churches, the Home Department of d 
Sunday School, now officially recognized as our own invention, an t 
creasing interest in the Home as a factor in the wort of the pastor, I ' 
philanthropist, the educator, and the man of business, may also be c' 
in evidence of the usefulness of the League. 

A small constituency of exceptional intelligence has hitherto been i 
chief support of this fundamental and constructive work. We now 3 
all to contribute, anJ to make some sacrifice, if need b. 
cannot meet many of the calls that come to us, for kck of means, 
solicited donations are especially helpful. 

Checks may be sent to the Treasurer, Wolcott H. Johns 
C. F. Hovey and Co., Boston, or directly to the Corresponding Set 
Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 1 13 Hancock Street, Auburndate, ] 
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Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The more significant events of the year are the special message of 
President Roosevelt asking that the Marriage and Divorce Report of 
1889 be brought down to date and the provision of Congress for the 
work; the Pennsylvania plan for a Conference of State Commissions in* 
Washington next month — February 19-26 — to draft a Uniform Di- 
vorce Law; some interesting State legislation on Divorce; sessions of the 
Inter-church Committee on Marriage and Divorce; and the large place 
given to the Home in the meeting of the Religious Education Association. 
We refer to these later. 

Our Twenty-Fifth Anniversary. 

As it is twenty-five years the twenty-fourth of January since we first 
met for organization, we make this report an outline of history, neces- 
sarily brief, and using much material from some of our Annual Reports. 

The League was first organized as "The New England Divorce Re- 
form League," Jan. 24, 1881. The Rev. George A. Jackson, then of 
Swampscott, conceived the idea of bringing together in a society com- 
mittees and others interested. These committees had been at work in 
Connecticut and Vermont since 1878, and a few months in Massachu- 
settSj with some aid from New Hampshire. A lecture by the present 
Corresponding Secretary had been given that day in the Boston Monday 
Lectureship, — which was printed in full in some of the newspapers, and 
later in the volume of " Monday Lectures " for that winter, — on " Facts 
as to Divorce in New England.'^ He had been writing editorially on the 
subject in The Vermont Chronicle for three years. Ex-President Woolsey 
of Yale, who had published a learned book on the subject in 1869, was 
its first President. The Rt. Rev. B. H. Paddock, President Hovey of the 
Newton Theological Seminary, the Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, and 
Judge Shipman have succeeded to the office. Mr. W. G. Benedict was 
Treasurer until his death, in 1904, when Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson be- 
came his successor. It has had but one Corresponding Secretary, and 
the Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D., has for many years been its Recording 
Secretary. 



The Condition in i88i. 

Very little had been done about divorce in this country, beyond a dis- 
cussion in Connecticut in 1860-66. Little was made of the relation of 
divorce to the Family. The ecclesiastical and legal writing on the sub- 
ject treated it by itself. One law-book was entitled "The Law of the 
Domestic Relations." But the Family was hardly mentioned by most. 
Prophetic minds, like Bushnell and Mulford here and Maurice in Eng- 
land, had clearly pointed to the Family. President Woolsey had given 
the Family attention in his lectures at Yale. But nothing else had been 
done in our educational institutions. There were no lectures then on 
Social Science or Sociology. Indeed, the word ** sociology " was scarcely 
heard except in connection with the writings of Herbert Spencer. Maine, 
Morgan, and Tylor were read somewhat, but largely for their archaeo- 
logical work. Their significance on the Family as a modern problem 
was not much noticed. There was no book in the language with the 
simple title of "The Family." The only one approaching it was on 
purely traditional lines. Property was beginning to be a problem of im- 
portance, but its relation to the Family was hardly mentioned. 

In the Church a decline of instruction in the Home had been going on 
with the rise of the Sunday school, or perhaps it had ceased to get much 
attention; for all the century the Church had been devising and using 
societies for its work more and more, culminating in the Young People's 
Society of Christian Endeavor, organized two weeks after the League. 

All these had done little directly for the Home. Its gain from them 
was almost wholly incidental. If the Home did not stand absolutely still 
as an institution, it certainly got too little direct attention. And the same 
tendency away from the Home towards collective activity existed in the 
public school, the factory, and in social reform. The motto " For the 
Home" was frequent, but the real effort was to reach people through col- 
lective associations. 

The New Point of View. 

The lecture of the day had pointed, through the evils of divorce, un- 
chastity, polygamy, and the like, to the Family as the real problem, and 
to the apparent trend of Western civilization as the underlying explana- 
tion of the situation. But while the force of this was felt, the local re- 
strictions of our Connecticut friends to Divorce Reform led to the adop- 
tion of the narrower title for the new society. The proposition to sub- 
stitute the term "Family" for "Divorce" the next year failed, but was 
unanimously adopted in 1897, the term "National" having been adopted 
in 1885. It has throughout been consistent with this broader position, 
and held that the Family was the real question, and that that in turn 
was a part of the social question as a whole. 



Principles and Method of Work. 

Catholicity has always been its spirit. The League has aimed to afford 
a channel of work for all who desire an improvement in the conditions of 
the Family, whatever their views as to disputed points might be. It has 
never had the slightest internal dissension. It has not undertaken to do 
great things by itself. It has never held a mass-meeting. It has never 
formulated a set of proposed laws for general adoption. It has not looked 
on legal reform or ecclesiastical action as by themselves adequate. The 
Home is the social cell and its problems are therefore as many and as in- 
tricate as those of society. 

For these reasons the League has sought to touch and inspire rather 
than to do all by itself. The more we could get others — the churches, 
societies, schools, citizens, as such — to do the work, the better. More 
work would thus be done, and at less cost of money. The work the peo- 
ple do is thus more likely to stay done. 

We have not appealed much to mere sentiment. Statistics from offi- 
cial sources, comparative and historical study, the sociological method 
by ourselves, and especially so far as possible by scholars in educational 
institutions, lectures at centres of influence, articles in the best period- 
icals, and correspondence have been our chief reliance. Popular ad- 
dresses have been used, but less of late years, because the novelty of the 
subject is now less and other means are more useful. Still, we welcome 
to some extent such opportunities. 

A Statistical Basis. 

Only four States and two or three foreign countries gave statistics 
on divorce when the Secretary began his study, in 1877. In 1882 Signor 
Bodio, the Italian statistician, published a small pamphlet on '' Divorce 
in Europe." This enlarged the field a little. The next year M. Bertillon 
issued a little pamphlet adding somewhat to our knowledge. We had 
the year before secured from Governor Long a recommendation which 
led to the provision made then for annual statistics in Massachusetts, fol- 
lowing those that had already been collected at our suggestion by Hon. 
Carroll D. Wright. Most of the United States and Europe were still a 
blank on the subject. Crude notions prevailed. Southerners denied that 
divorce prevailed to any extent in their part of the country. Intemper- 
ance was thought by- many to lie at the bottom of the evil. The feeling 
was general that nine tenths of the divorces were obtained through mi- 
gration to a foreign State for the purpose. Nothing but a Constitutional 
amendment would meet this last evil. The Secretary had seen, as he 
thought, that the reverse of the latter opinion was more nearly correct. 
A comprehensive investigation for the entire country seemed desirable. 
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So he proposed it in 1883. Petitions from a few men of standing were 
sent to Congress and the matter was pressed until we succeeded, in 1887, 
some of the religious bodies, especially the General Convention of the 
Episcopal Church, giving important aid. The Secretary of the League 
was asked to assist in planning and executing the work. The results ap- 
peared in a volume of 1,074 pages from the Department of Labor, the 
Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner, in 1899. A number of editions 
have been issued and exhausted. It became the standard authority on 
the subject for the world, covering as it did all available figures here and 
in Europe. 

After another effort of three years the League secured, getting a spe- 
cial message from President Roosevelt calling for it, provision to bring 
the Report of 1889 down to date. The work will soon be taken up, and 
then pushed as fast as possible. This, with the Report of 1889, will give 
the data for a study of the marriage and divorce statistics and the changes 
in the laws for nearly forty years. 

The number of States making annual collection of divorce statistics 
has increased from four to ten, California having been added to the list 
the last year. England and Wales, the German Empire, Australia, New 
Zealand, and Japan have also adopted annual reports. By request the 
Secretary sent a paper to the International Statistical Association in 
1893, on "The Condition and Needs of Statistics of Divorce." He con- 
tributed discussions of statistics and statistical methods on divorce to 
The Political Science Quarterly^ the American Statistical Association, 
The Andover Review^ and to newspapers. Professor Willcox of Cornell 
University also contributed two articles to The Political Science Quar- 
terly on the subject. In 1883 the Department of State acted to some ex- 
tent on our suggestion and made inquiry into the moral conditions of 
immigrants. We also contributed to the press statistics and discussions 
of illegitimacy, crime, and pauperism, and pointed out the limitations 
of the statistical method. 

Educational Work. 

There was great need of a better understanding of the causes and 
social relations of divorce and other domestic evils. Following conven- 
tional lines of biblical interpretation and the ordinary method of treating 
the history of divorce did not seem to meet the needs of the case^ The 
Monday Lecture already referred to had pointed to the need. An article 
was therefore printed in The Princeton Review for March, 1884, showing 
that our condition in regard to divorce was the outcome of the social 
movement of several centuries in Europe and America. This was fol- 
lowed by a paper in Christian Thought, in December, 1885, on **The 
Family in the History of Christianity," which pointed to the circum- 
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stances which led the early Church, in its treatment of divorce, celibacy, 
and chastity, to deal with these matters separately, and not in their rela- 
tions to the Family as an institution. Another paper in The Andover 
Review for December, 1893, on "The Theory of the Marriage Tie," 
tried to show that in the divorce question we raise essentially the same 
point as that which was at issue in our Civil War concerning the relation 
of the States to the Union. These papers were thought to have broken 
new ground in the treatment of the subject and to open the wider field 
to view. 

Another New Departure. 

The historical study of the Family had of course shown its intimate 
connection with communal groups of society. The Family and the 
communal form of life ha4 grown up as closely related as cell and tissue 
in the human body. The study of the Family had necessarily carried 
with it the study of the community. Observation and pastoral experience 
had led to much reflection on the relation of the communal and domestic 
organization of country towns. The problems of the country towns thus 
came to be seen in comparison with their antecedent problems in earlier 
society. This view found warm support at Johns Hopkins, where the 
study of early communal societies had then begun, and at Andover, 
where Professor Tucker was beginning his study of city evangelization. 
Four articles were published in The Andover Review^ beginning in 
August, 1884, one of them being given to the part of the Family in the 
problem, a subject which had then interested the writer for several years. 
This brought the Family to the front in the treatment of the problems of 
the Church. Many others took up the subject of the country town and 
its jrelated theme of city evangelization, out of which the settlement 
plan grew. 

The point of the discussion turned on the question, Have we not a 
work to do to bring the Family into its rightful place as a religious in- 
stitution ? In early society it was emphatically the chief religious insti- 
tution. Have we not in modern times overshot the mark and done 
too much, relatively, through congregations and too little in homes ? 
Have we fed these springs of society with due care ? Do we not need 
to discover the true place of the Home in the work of the Church and 
see that it has it ? 

This question runs deep, and contrary to the movement of the Church 
for at least a century; for the churches have concentrated their attention 
for a century or more, without much thought of the tendency, on the in- 
vention and use of societies or communal organizations for doing their 
work, and have relatively neglected the use and study of the Home for 
religious ends. A redistribution of religious forces seemed necessary, 
but how to begin was a serious and not an easy question to answer. 



The Home Department of the Sunday School. 

The need of something practical to show people the real need and 
what could be done in this direction pressed on the mind a long time. 
The easiest plan seemed to be to get something that would show the 
Church that there is a field for its cooperation with the Home. The idea 
of taking the Sunday school came to mind. Here are people shut out of 
the school except when conditions favor their attendance. Why not have 
a Home Department for such ? So in a busy time a few minutes were 
taken to outline the plan in a short letter printed in The Vermont Chron- 
icle Jan. 9, 1885. This, with further suggestions, was sent to Dr. A. E. 
Dunning, then Secretary of the Congregational Sunday School and Pub- 
lishing Socie^, and together we put the plan into practical shape. Its 
fundamental idea was to get those who could not for any reason attend 
the Sunday school to study the lesson at home, in what we called the 
Home Department, without an outside teacher and under such care as 
the school should provide. 

After a year or two of our direct activity and care for the new plan the 
claim that the Home Department was the direct outgrowth of an earlier 
Home Class scheme, which was for children with a teacher, and without 
any use of the Home idea except as a popular term and a place for gather- 
ing the children of neighboring families, was made, and we were prac- 
tically excluded from the counsels of the friends of the plan, and the 
Home idea made little of, to the great loss for a time of the success 
that was due and expected. 

Two things have corrected the error. The simplicity and great power 
of adaptability in the original Home Department gradually led to the 
sloughing off of the foreign features grafted upon it, and the system 
gradually returned to its original features. And the Congregational Sun- 
day School and Publication Society, which had issued in 1895 an elabo- 
rate defence of the Home Class system as the original plan, felt com- 
pelled under pressure to give the whole claim of their book a thorough 
investigation. This was begun more than two years ago. The Directors 
have now notified us that they find that we were not only the originators 
of the plan, but that to-day it retains more of the original features than 
those of others who have helped develop it. It is hoped that they will 
soon make the public statement that is due to all concerned. The whole 
affair is a sad illustration of the way that a wrong may creep into a relig- 
ious society in the interests of dull or designing men. 

The most important point in the matter for us is the probable fact that 
the religious world will now see in the success of the Home Department 
its message on the possibilities of the Home as an undeveloped part of 
the forces of the Church. It is possible that we may yet see a study of 
the present heterogeneous collection of societies in some of our churches, 
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with a view to a redistribution of Christian eflPort in more scientific and 
practical ways. When this comes about we may be sure the Home will 
get more attention. 

Other Educational Work. 

Besides the articles already noted, the Secretary has made many con- 
tributions to the press, largely on the Family. }n all, his articles in re- 
views, magazines, and the like cover some thirty-five titles. One on 
"Sociology in the Higher Education of Women" called for the training 
of young women in sociology and the Family. This appeared in The 
Atlantic Monthly for November, 1892, and attracted much attention at 
the time. 

We have given addresses and lectures, sometimes a course of lectures. 
In more than sixty higher educational institutions^ and in some of these 
repeatedly. Had money for expenses been at our disposal, much more 
would have been done through acceptance of the Invitations that have 
come to us from the Pacific Coast and the South. Nothing has been more 
useful; for out of the young men thus reached have come many teachers 
and others who have said that they had their Interest in the Family as a 
study and practical question awakened by them. If we are doliig less of 
this work of late, it is because our means for travel are still more limited, 
and in many institutions the professors themselves are doing the work. 

Correspondence. 

This has been a large means of influence. Legislators, editors, teach- 
ers, writers, and ministers have constantly sought aid in this way. Sev- 
eral debates in universities and law schools have been carried on from 
aid received in this way. Some of these have been extremely interesting 
for their research and able conduct of discussion. Professors preparing 
courses in Social Science have often sought our aid and suggestions. 
Correspondence has sometimes extended to foreign countries. Mission- 
aries write us. Such names as those of Gladstone, Bryce, Sir Alfred 
Stephen, Premier and Chief Justice of New South Wales, and professors 
in European universities may be named in this connection. 

Legislation. 

We have always recognized the truth that successful legislation rests 
on public sentiment. Our educational work has been valuable for this, 
as well as for other reasons. Indeed, we think the present demand for 
legislation is in no small degree due to our educational work. 

But as a League we have had no pet measures of our own. To devise 
such must be the work of private citizens and trained law-makers. We 
have, however, secured statistics through legislative action, and en- 
couraged in every way the movement for uniform laws through the State 
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Commissions as the way to attack that problem at the outset, if not 
finally. 

But we have tried to aid all who seek improvement, with information 
and suggestions as these have been desired. We have advised those who 
seek information to enlist as many of good standing in various callings 
in the work as possible; to study carefully the situation; attack the worst 
features of the laws that can be most hopefully assailed, and with care- 
fully prepared measures that are likely to stand the test of experience. 
We will give you information, we say, but it is best that you do the work. 
In this way legislation rests on a local sentiment that will sustain it, and 
the variety of methods brought out is instructive, and a natural trend 
toward uniformity is created. 

The Divorce Legislation of the Last Twenty Years. 

I 

From Prof. G. E. Howard's great work on "The History of Matri- 
monial Institutions," published in 1904, which all students of the sub- 
ject should see, and from other sources, we summarize the divorce legis- 
lation of the last twenty-one years, good and bad alike. Most of this was 
given in our report of last year. 

The term of residence before divorce has been raised from ninety days 
in the Dakotas and Oklahoma, and from six months in Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, and Georgia, to one year; except that in South Dakota it is six 
months unless the defendant is a non-resident. New Jersey requires three 
years if the offence is adultery, and Virginia one year, in the county where 
one of the parties lives. Delaware forbids divorce to all non-residents if 
the cause is not a legal cause in the State whence they came. Several 
States have provided for fuller notice to non-resident defendants, and 
some have made stricter regulations regarding domicile. In only one 
State have conditions to parties coming into the State for divorce been 
made easier. Delaware has put the jurisdiction of divorce in the courts 
instead of in the Legislature. Indiana, New Jersey, and Rhode Island 
have provided for limited divorces. 

Arizona has abolished Its " omnibus " clause. Idaho, Utah, and Wash- 
ington have added insanity to their legal causes. Florida did so, but has 
repealed it, as have Arkansas and North Dakota. The District of Co- 
lumbia — also North Carolina, the last year — have reduced the grounds 
of divorce to one. Colorado has added felony, and Pennsylvania has put 
more careful restrictions on divorce for crime. A limited divorce in 
Louisiana can now be made absolute after one year. This kind of di- 
vorce by conversion, as It is called, is the rule in Holland and in France, 
but the term is there five years. 

Fourteen States have put restrictions on the remarriage of divorced 
persons. New York and Illinois having done this the last year. This has 
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been done in two ways. By one all decrees are made nisiy and are oper- 
ative only after six months or a year, generally the latter period, except 
in New York, where the term is only three months. By the other it is 
effected by a positive prohibition of remarriage for one or two years, and 
Illinois enforces the rule by making the remarriage invalidate the divorce. 

Seven States have made advertising to procure divorces illegal, and in 
six the State's attorney must defend some or all cases. Colorado and 
Pennsylvania now require the insertion of the date and cause of the 
divorce in the license of all parties remarrying, while Connecticut and 
Massachusetts require the statement of the fact of divorce in the new 
marriage certificate. 

The New England States have perfected their systems of official di- 
vorce statistics. New Hampshire carrying the work back to. 1858, and 
Maine beginning it. Michigan has now an excellent system, and Cali- 
fornia has just provided one. Ohio and Indiana also report annually. 

Congress enacted a uniform marriage law for all the Territories, and 
has made the term of residence one year for them all. This legislation, 
it will be seen, is almost invariably in the right direction. 

Marriage Legislation. 

We cannot go into details, but there has been a marked improvement, 
noticeably in the far West. New Jersey and Wisconsin have introduced 
systems of marriage license for the first time, thus cutting out their 
** Gretna Greens." New Hampshire almost alone has taken a step back- 
ward by the repeal of its requirement of five days' notice of intention of 
marriage from non-residents. Apparently Rhode Island and one or two 
other States need this restriction. 

Uniform Legislation. 

Twenty-five years ago nearly everybody, except President Woolsey, 
was looking to an amendment of the Constitution of the United States 
as the only way to uniform divorce laws. Nobody then thought of a 
uniform marriage law. The common opinion then was that nine tenths 
of all the divorces in the country were due to migration for the purpose. 
The Secretary of the League held the contrary opinion, and saw that 
uniformity might be secured at the cost of an actual increase of divorces 
in the country as a whole. But the only safe way to decide the question 
was on a basis of the facts. This need was the origin of the movement 
for statistics already noted. The result justified the course; for out of all 
the divorces whose place of marriage was known, 80. i per cent had been 
married in the State where they had been divorced, though 22 and 23 
per cent of the people were not living in the State of their birth, and on 
the average 9.17 years had elapsed between marriage and divorce. This 
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justified our distrust of Constitutional amendment as a means of reducing 
the number of divorces. 

State Commissions on Uniformity. 

We then called the attention of the American Bar Association to the 
matter in 1889, in a letter to its president, the Hon. Simeon £. Baldwin, 
also at the time of our own Executive Committee, and a special com- 
mittee, to which the action of the Bar Association had looked earlier, 
was appointed. About the same time some gentlemen in New York had 
independently secured from the State Legislature a commission to co- 
operate with similar commissions from other States to secure uniformity 
on a variety of subjects, including marriage and divorce. The Secretary 
of the League brought these parties together at Saratoga in August, 1889, 
publishing an article in The Arena, in September, designed to aid the 
movement. This article met the approval of those interested and was 
referred to the next year in the report of the special committee of the 
Bar Association as, in connection with Mr. W. L. Snyder's book on "The 
Geography of Marriage," having been conclusive against Constitutional 
amendment. All agreed that the first thing to do was to press the New 
York plan for State Commissions, and we all cooperated in the effort to 
get commissions appointed. These came slowly; but they have reached 
at least thirty-five in number, and have drafted a proposed law for uni- 
form procedure in divorce cases, it being found difficult or unwise to 
meddle with the statutory grounds at present. 

Other and easier subjects were necessarily taken up first. Some of 
these have been most successfully handled, thirty States having already 
enacted a uniform Negotiable Bills Act. But the Divorce Bill has been 
withheld for further improvement. 

Another Movement for Uniformity. 

Last year a new turn was given to the movement by an entirely inde- 
pendent step in Pennsylvania. This State has appointed three Commis- 
sioners and the Governor to meet in Washington similar commissions 
from other States to study the subject of divorce alone, and, if practi- 
cable, draft a uniform law to be adopted by the several States of the 
Union. Though started in the interests of local parties, this movement 
was immediately taken on to broad ground; for Governor Pennypacker 
appointed the members of the old Commissions on Uniformity to serve 
on the new commission, and other States have largely followed his lead 
in this respect. Thirty States at last accounts had appointed commis- 
sioners, and others have promised to do so. The meeting is to be held 
in Washington February 19-26. Some eminent clergymen are among 
the commissioners and may add an element of usefulness to a body 
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mainly composed of lawyers only. The presence of many of the expe- 
rienced members of the old State Commissions, and the concentration 
on the one subject of divorce, should make the meeting one of much in- 
terest. Even the old movement was said at the time to be the most im- 
portant juridical effort since the adoption of the Constitution. 

International Uniformity. 

The probable need of some international uniformity on marriage and 
divorce law in the future has led us from time to time to note the move- 
ments of foreign law. There is a tendency in this direction. Within the 
period of twenty-five years some important changes have occurred in 
other countries. France had a new divorce law in 1884. Japan has for 
the first time established a system of family law, mainly in the line of 
German law. Germany established a uniform divorce law recently, 
which is reducing divorces. Australia has made Constitutional pro- 
vision for such a law. The German marriage and divorce laws are con- 
ceived as parts of a consistent system of family law, since law there is 
regarded as the science of relations rather than of rights. Perhaps what 
Professor Howard says of the changes in the divorce laws of the United 
States in the last twenty years may be said of the civilized world. He 
says, "Within this period the foundation of what may sometime be- 
come a common and effective code for the whole Union has been slowly 
laid." 

The Churches, and Their Part in the Work. 

The churches have become increasingly awake to the evils relating to 
marriage and divorce, but most of them at first looked to the condition 
of the laws of the State, rather than to any broader view of the Family, 
as a direct concern of their own. But progress has been made. We 
pointed long ago to the need of comity between churches and ministers, 
as well as between States, and the need of uniformity of ecclesiastical as 
well as of political action. This idea has gained recognition. The 
Protestant Episcopal Church and the National Council of Congrega- 
tional Churches took action at the same time, and an ''Inter-church 
Committee," now representing fourteen Protestant churches, has been 
organized to secure concerted action regarding marriage and divorce. 
It has held three or four meetings, two the last year, and seems likely to 
exert a wholesome influence. For information regarding its plans and 
work, readers should write the Secretary, the Rev. W. H. Roberts, D.D., 
Witherspoon Building, Philadelphia, Penn. 

We have pressed in various ways the idea already treated that the 
churches should study the possibility of a larger use of the Home as a 
religious force of great importance. The success of the Home Depart- 
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ment of the Sunday School will lead to further interest in the idea. The 
Congregational National Council has a special committee to report in 
1907 on the work of the Home in all directions. It is hoped that other 
churches will in time take hold of this subject in earnest. 

The Home, and Other Social Institutions. 

We have long urged attention to the place of the Home in public edu- 
cation and in economic interests and philanthropy. We have pointed to 
the Home as one of the greatest of educational institutions, especially in 
its work on character, which is more and more recognized as the great 
aim in all general education. But the Church is too often interested in 
the more conventional moralities, while the School better understands 
real morality, and the way to secure it. We have urged a much closer and 
more intelligent cooperation between the Home and the Church and the 
School as a pressing problem. The trend in this direction among edu- 
cators is becoming clearer. The new Religious Education Association 
is doing much to help it on. The large part that papers and discussions 
regarding the Home had in the last meeting of the Association is most 
encouraging. 

Though the very term "economics" means law of the Home, the 
science has been slow to take the Home into its consideration, and the 
business world has been still more tardy in its recognition of dependence 
on good homes for its highest prosperity. But there has been improve- 
ment in the respect of economics. Schools of Household Economics, as 
they are sometimes pleonastically called, are becoming common, and are 
growing fast in favor. But the man of business still puts money into 
every other philanthropic effort but that in behalf of the Home, the foun- 
dation of all. 

In philanthropy there is more recognition of the Home. Those who 
deal with poverty, pauperism, crime, and vice are quite alive to the 
Home as a great factor in their problems. 

The Low Birth-rate of the Country. 

At the beginning of our work we pointed to the decline in the birth- 
rate of the so-called native stock, and have frequently called attention to 
it since. While seeing that quality as well as numbers is an element of 
importance, we have urged our people not to shut their eyes to the evil 
and its far-reaching consequences. We pointed to the shameful and 
criminal practices which secure small families, and collected and pub- 
lished statistics regarding Illegitimacy in Europe, those for this country 
being almost entirely lacking. Early In the period Dr. Nathan Allen and 
later Dr. George Engelmjtnn did good service in this field. President 
Roosevelt's frequent references to the subject and the terrible fate of a 

14 



young woman in Boston have turned attention to it anew; but much in- 
struction is needed on it. 

Summary Observations. 

We have only outlined our aims, methods, and work for the period. 
Our Annual Reports, first published in 1885, the Government Report 
of 1889 on Marriage and Divorce, and the various papers of the Secre- 
tary and others, and files of correspondence, must be consulted for the 
rest. 

It will be seen that we have tried to work broadly and on sound lines, 
and for the future rather than for immediate results. We have treated 
the Home and communal social forms as the two centres of thought and 
effort. That here in America we are on the advance line of the great 
social movement and without the conserving influence of such a Consti- 
tutional recognition of the Family as that which, for example, England 
has through the Throne, the House of Lords, and its system of inheri- 
tance, makes it all the more imperative thatwe should be alive to the sit- 
uation. The question was not raised a moment too soon. But let us re- 
member that we do not need to get back to some Golden Age in the past 
so much as to move forward to the solid ground of the future. No small 
part of the problems of human society are wrapped up in those of the 
Family. There is and will be need of a society far larger than ours has 
yet been to meet the conditions. 

Finances and Needs. 

The League did not get money enough to justify a salaried Secretary 
until September, 1882, and then in three years he was, at his own request, 
paid only ;(Si,050, ]|^oo, and j(Si,200. In spite of this, a debt accumulated 
of over J! 1, 200 in 1887. This was paid off the next two years, and the 
salary put at J!2,ooo. This later was made Jli,8oo. But another debt 
came, which, five years ago, was nearly paid off by the extra gifts of reg- 
ular contributors. And now some twenty or more of this same class have 
enabled us to complete this year free of all past obligations. No society 
ever had better friends than the few who have kept the work alive from 
year to year. We now again ask others to make some sacrifices in its 
support. 

An Endowment Needed. 

This need has long been felt, and the League was incorporated under 
the laws of Connecticut, and the fact stated annually on a page of our 
cover, to which we call attention. But it should be endowed imme- 
diately. The present Secretary cannot continue his service many years 
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longer at the utmost. He would like to sec the League put on a sow 
financial basis, and its future usefulness insured thereby. 

Will not some far-seeing man or woman provide wholly or in part fi 
this endowment immediately f Into what college or library can (ilOOjO 
be put that would yield better returns to the country than that s 
to endow this or some other society that should forever be doing work h 
protect and develop the Home in the United States ? With the income o 
such a sum for fundamental expenses the pubhc would be left free t 
provide for the material and general work. Will not tboughtful peopM 
give this matter serious attention ? 

Something Each Year From Every One. 

But every well-ordered system of annual benevolences should havcjl 
place in it for some money for the direct interests of the Home. That a 
not a wise method which gives to foreign and home missions, and to the 
rescue of people from the results of bad home life, and yet does nothing 
to reach and improve the homes from which ministers, missionaries 
money, as well as the poor and vicious, come. There is not an inte 
that does not depend on good homes for its best men and women and fi 
its money. Homes broken up by divorce and impaired by low etai 
ards of life are not good sourcesof supply either of men or money to< 
churches and benevolent societies. If it were necessary it would [ 
most of our benevolent societies each year to turn over a per cent c 
their receipts to a society like the League. 

Recognition of Our Work. 

This has come in many ways. The Secretary has been made a r 
ber of learned societies, often reading papers before them, of the S 
logical Group, and the Committee of Fifty on the Drink Problem, ; 
of the Congress of Arts and Science at St. Louis in 1904., where he r 
a paper to be issued in the Proceedings and reprinted this year for tj 
League. 

The St. Louis Exposition awarded the exhibit of the League a 
Medal, and the Lewis and Clark Exposition has done the same. 

Respectfully submitted. 



SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

CofTTtSponJing Secretm 
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Notes. 



1. Our Reports for 1890, 1892, 1897, 1901, 1903, 1904, and 1905 are 
the only ones that can now be supplied. That for 1905 is "A Review of 
Twenty-five Years" and will be sent freely to all who ask for it. 

2. The paper read by the Corresponding Secretary before the Con- 
gress of Arts and Science in St. Louis on the "Problem of the Family," 
just printed, will be sent to any who may ask for it. If funds justify the 
expense other papers may be published during the year. 

3. The Census Office is at work collecting the statistics of Marriage 
and Divorce for the last twenty years to bring the United States Report 
of 1889 down to date, and we shall, either as a separate paper or in our 
next Report, publish a summary of its more important results. 

4. Every friend of the Family and the Home is urgently invited to 
give the League a place by the side of other benevolent societies in his 
annual charities; for money applied to the protection and develop- 
ment of the Home is also in aid of all institutions dependent on good 
homes. Attention is called to the form of bequest on the third page of 
the cover; but provision for an immediate endowment is also urged. 
Contributors who send their gifts early in the year confer a great favor. 

5. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, to be 
renewed at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such persons are for the 
time members in full, entitled to all the privileges of the League, in- 
cluding its publications and the right to vote in all our meetings. 

6. The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey & 
Co., Boston, Mass., will acknowledge all contributions. All other corre- 
spondence should be addressed to Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 
113 Hancock Street, Auburndale, Mass. Contributions may also be 
sent to him. 
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Minutes. 



The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of the 
Family was held in the Diocesan House, No. i Joy Street, Boston, on 
Friday, Jan. 25, 1907, at 2.30 p.m. The meeting was called to order by 
Rev. S. W. Dike, LL.D., the Corresponding Secretary. Frank Gaylord 
Cook, Esq., was chosen to preside, and George P. Dike, Esq., was chosen 
Temporary Recording Secretary. After prayer offered by the Rev. 
Daniel Merriman, D.D., the records of the last annual meeting were 
read by the Temporary Recording Secretary. Dr. Dike read letters 
from absent members. 

The following persons were elected to membership: E. H. Ellison, 
George P. Morris, and George P. Dike. 

The following officers for the ensuing year were elected : 

President y Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York. 

Vice-Presidents y Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston; 
Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge. 

Corresponding Secretaryy Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Auburndale. 

Recording Secretary, Rev. George A. Jackson, Boston. 

Treasurer, Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston. 

Executive Committeey Pres. W. E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Centre; 
Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst; Prof. Albion W. Small, 
LL.D., Chicago; Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester; Everett O. 
Fisk, Esq., Boston; Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., Cambridge; Rev. 
Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Auburndale. 

The annual report of the Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, was 
read and approved, and referred to Mr. Cook as Auditor. Dr. Dike 
read extracts from his annual report as Corresponding Secretary. It 
was then voted to accept the report, the same to be printed and distrib- 
uted under the direction of the Corresponding Secretary. Voted to 
adjourn. 

GEORGE P. DIKE, 

Temporary Recording Secretary. 
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Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



The year 1906 was marked by the beginning or decided progress in 
four directions of work for the Family: the beginning of the collection 
of statistics of marriage and divorce to bring the United States Report 
of 1889 on the subject down to date; a Congress of the States for the 
preparation of a Uniform Divorce Bill; the calling of the attention of 
Congress by the President, in his annual message, to a constitutional 
amendment on marriage and divorce; and the beginning of a well- 
devised movement to deal with the evils growing out of social diseases. 
These and other phases of work for the home are taken up in succeed- 
ing parts of this Report. 

Marriage and Divorce Statistics. 

Last summer the Census Office sent its agents into the largest cities 
of the country during the vacation of the courts and collected the divorce 
statistics since 1886, the date to which the Report of 1889 had brought 
them. At the beginning of 1907 these cities will be visited again, to 
collect the facts for the remainder of the year 1906, and the force of the 
office sent into all the other counties of the country, with instructions to 
do the work for the last twenty years. It is the intention of the office to 
conduct the investigation on the same lines as those of the former in- 
quiry, and to make the two scientifically comparable with each other. 
The Census Office fortunately secured the services of President Carroll 
D. Wright, who conducted the investigation of 1889, to assist in planning 
the present one. President Wright has conferred with the Secretary of 
the League with regard to the points of inquiry. While including all 
the points covered in the earlier investigation, the present one has added 
several on which it is hoped that some returns may be secured; but in 
the present state of the libels or petitions for divorce it is very doubtful 
if any very satisfactory additional matter can be secured. A uniform 
law providing for the annual collection of statistics, such as has been 
recommended by the Congress on Uniform Divorce Legislation, is 
greatly needed. 

It is thought that the work can be finished in the coming summer. If 
practicable, we shall hope to present an outline of its results in our own 
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next Annual Report and, if our funds justify it, to reprint a digest for 
general circulation. 

With this second report, and the earlier one, we shall have the statistics 
of this and other countries for a period of forty years, together with an 
exhibition of the movement of the laws of marriage and divorce, so far 
as they bear on the subject. It is probable that these two reports will 
hereafter be followed by similar ones at the interval of twenty or, more 
likely, ten years, now that the foundations have been laid and the value 
of the work has become well known, unless the States should all take 
up the work annually for themselves — a thing most to be desired. At 
least ten of the States now collect statistics of divorce annually, and 
about that number report their marriages each year. 

As both these investigations originated witli the League and were in 
the main secured and planned very largely in accordance with its sug- 
gestions, it and its friends may well congratulate themselves on the re- 
sults so far, and on the assurance that the work will hereafter go on, 
whether we have anything to do with it or not. 
The Pennsylvania Movement for Uniform Divorce Legislation. 

We referred briefly last year to the beginnings of a movement under 
the lead of Pennsylvania for a Uniform Divorce Law. This had the ad- 
vantage over the plan in connection with the old movement for uniform- 
ity, in that this concentrated its effort on divorce alone, while that had so 
many subjects under consideration that the problem of a Uniform Di- 
vorce Law got too little attention. 

Some points in the history of this Pennsylvania movement are worth 
preserving. The Secretary of the League wrote President Roosevelt, in 
November, 1904, suggesting that in his annual message he call for the 
bringing of the Marriage and Divorce Report of 1889 down to date, and 
there is evidence that the President partially planned to do so, but did 
not carry out the plan. We put in petitions to have Congress make pro- 
vision for the collection. At the suggestion of Judge Crumpacker, of 
the Census Committee of the House, the Secretary of the League per- 
sonally asked the President to send a special message calling for it. This 
request, by the merest chance made in the presence of the Interchurch 
Committee on Marriage and Divorce, was instantly granted. In that 
message the President said, "The hope is entertained that co-operation 
amongst the several States may be secured, to the end that there may 
be enacted, upon the subject of marriage and divorce, uniform laws, 
containing all possible safeguards for the security of the family.** This 
message was dated Jan. 30, 1905. In the Pennsylvania act approved by 
the Governor March 16, the third "whereas" of the act creating the 
Commission on Uniformity reads, ** Whereas y the President of the 
United States has drawn the attention of Congress to the necessity for 
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uniformity in the divorce laws of the country, therefore, be it enacted, 
etc." It is, therefore, apparent that the Pennsylvania movement, if it 
did not directly originate in the work of our League, did at least draw 
much support from it. The Secretary, it may be added, was in frequent 
correspondence with the leaders in that movement, an attendant upon 
the sessions of its Congress, and much of the time an actual member in 
addition to being a corresponding member. 

The Results of the Congress. 

The Congress held its first session in Washington Feb. 19, 1906. 
Forty States were represented by delegates from a great variety of call- 
ings. Jurists of the highest rank, law professors and practical lawyers, 
distinguished clergymen of various Churches, some educators, and a few 
women were among the members. Many of the members of the old 
Commission on Uniformity, who had long studied the subject, were 
members of this Congress also. Four days were devoted to the discussion 
of the points to be made the basis of a Uniform Divorce Law. These 
discussions resulted in seventeen resolutions, covering the ground of a 
complete Uniform Divorce Law, which were put into the hands of a 
special committee of experts to be formulated in a Code during the 
summer. The Congress reassembled, November 13, in Philadelphia, 
and, after a discussion of the proposed Code for two days, and some 
amendment of it, adopted it and directed its publication, with an ad- 
dress explaining its provisions. It was issued the last of the year, and 
has now gone to the Legislatures of the several States for their enact- 
ment so far as they see fit. 

Some of the Features of the Proposed Act. 

The age at which persons may marry is fixed in the provision for 
annulment of marriage at eighteen and sixteen, unless the parties who 
have married under those ages confirm the marriage on arrival at those 
ages. Limited divorce, or divorce a mensa et ihoro^ was unanimously 
recommended to provide for those who have religious scruples against 
absolute divorce, and for others. Judicial separation, or the Massachu- 
setts provision for separate maintenance, is but another form of the 
same thing. In this Code the hopeless insanity of the husband is a 
ground for a limited divorce, but not the insanity of the wife, as it was 
recognized that the insanity of the latter might sometimes result from 
the physical effect of the marriage relation upon the wife. 

As to grounds for absolute divorce, the Congress adopted the follow- 
ing resolution: "This Congress, desiring to see the number of causes 
reduced rather than increased, recommends that no additional causes 
should be recognized in any State; and in those States where causes are 
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restricted, no change is called for." The causes in the Code are six in 
number : adultery, bigamy, conviction of crime in certain cases, extreme 
cruelty, wilful desertion for two years, and habitual drunkenness for 
two years. Some of these are carefully qualified, to guard against abuse. 

Connivance, collusion, condonation of offence, adultery of the appli- 
cant not condoned, are all a bar to divorce. It was also provided that 
all hearings and trials shall be had in open court, and not before a mas- 
ter, referee, or other delegated representative, and shall in all cases be 
public. 

It is also provided that the records of all cases shall be open to the 
public. On these two points the address accompanying the bill says : 
"Objection has been made to these provisions, on the ground of sup- 
posed injury to public morals, but after full consideration of the practice 
prevailing in the different States, the Congress concluded almost unani- 
mously that the advantages of a public and open hearing outweighed 
any of the dangers suggested, and that in the public interest such hear- 
ings were necessary in most of the States in order to prevent a lax admin- 
istration of the divorce laws." A practical illustration of the statistical 
difficulty from the present concealment of papers and records has ap- 
peared, we learn, in the present investigation, where in one of our large 
cities a special order from court had to be obtained in each case before it 
could be reported for statistical purposes. In all uncontested cases, and 
in any other where the court may deem it necessary or proper, a disin- 
terested attorney may be assigned by the court acdvely to defend the 
case. Some of us would have preferred that this last provision be man- 
datory, or like the provision of a bill introduced in the Legislature of 
Massachusetts providing for an official whose business it is to invesdgate 
and report on every divorce case before it is heard, and then, if desirable, 
to defend it. A decree nisi is to be entered in all cases in the first in- 
stance, to become absolute only after the lapse of a year, and then only 
when no further objection to the divorce has arisen. It will be seen that 
this provision will act as a deterrent to divorce for the sake of a hasty 
remarriage to some waiting party. 

Migratory Divorces. 

Migratory or emigrant divorces, as they are called, received careful 
attention. The term of residence in the State where the action is brought 
i« made two years, except in cases of adultery or bigamy, "when the 
cause of action was in such State, and for a like term of residence of one 
of the parties in the State where action is brought when either has be- 
come a resident thereof since the cause of action arose, with the impor- 
tant proviso in the latter case that the cause of action must have been 
recognized in the State in which such party resided at the time the cause 
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of action arose, as a ground for the same relief asked for in the action." 
This is in substance the Delaware law of the last fifteen years, which 
was made to shut New York people out of the courts of Delaware, and 
which the League has presented from time to time ever since. 

The migration for evasion of the laws of one's own State is checked by 
another provision, it being now a law of Massachusetts, which was sus- 
tained by the Supreme Court of the United States. It provides, "That 
if any inhabitant of this State shall go into another State, Territory, or 
country to obtain a decree of divorce for a cause which occurred while 
the parties resided in this State, a decree so obtained shall have no force 
or effect in this State." 

When these and various other carefully drawn provisions relating to 
jurisdiction are complied with, the law then directs that full faith and 
credit shall be given in all the courts of a State to the decrees of annul- 
ment and divorce by all courts of competent jurisdiction in all the other 
States and Territories. This last point received the most careful con- 
sideration after the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
early in the year in the celebrated Haddock case. The Congress thought 
it best to leave the minor details of procedure to the States to arrange for 
themselves. 

The Best Practicable Law. 

The address accompan}ang the proposed law says of it: "It is fully 
realized that the law now proposed is not a complete or ideal uniform 
divorce law, but that it is only the best law in that direction which it 
now seems practicable to obtain. . . . The substantial unanimity with 
which the resolutions and the act have been adopted by the Congress en- 
courages the hope that the provisions of the Uniform Divorce Law, sub- 
stantially in the form now submitted, may ultimately be approved by 
the Congress of the United States, and all of the States and Territories, 
or by so many of them as to secure a decided advance in the direction of 
a reformation of the American laws relating to marriage and divorce." 
Of course its adoption will at first be slow. We may have to wait a year 
or two for its adoption anjnp^here. But let us hope that some States will 
lead off this year. 

The Limitations of Legal Reform. 

The address of the Divorce Congress so admirably expresses what has 
always been urged in our Reports from time to time that we quote it 
here: 

" In the control of divorce and its attendant evils, laws perform an 
important, but only a subordinate, part. The practical remedy for con- 
trolling the evil is the elevation of the general moral standard in all our 
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communities, not only as to the sundering of the tie intended to be life- 
long and indissoluble, but also as to marriage itself, and the assumption 
of its obligations. 

"For this supreme work there must be enlisted the personal interest 
and influence of all American men and women who cherish the sanctity 
of marriage and would preserve the stability and happiness of the home; 
and their support must be given to the forces and influences which 
control society and mould public opinion — the fountain and source of 
our laws. To all who in official station or in the church, on the plat- 
form, or through the public press, share in forming an enlightened pub- 
lic opinion on a question of vital interest to the American nation, we 
confidently appeal for aid and cooperation in this first formal effort 
toward the settlement, by the States themselves, in the form of law, of 
some of the questions pressing for solution." 

President Roosevelt on Problems of the Family. 

The annual message of the President, apparently written before the 
Philadelphia session of the Divorce Congress, besides repeating his 
well-known utterances on race suicide through the wilful sterility of the 
married, recommends a constitutional amendment to give Congress 
power to deal with marriage, divorce, and polygamy. Whether this call 
for a constitutional amendment was made through an apparent change 
of opinion or in forgetfulness of the plan of State cooperation is not clear. 
Besides the impression it will give of the gravity of the divorce question, 
this utterance at this time will compel attention to the two methods of 
securing uniformity and in the end serve to clear public opinion. The 
League, in its Reports, many years ago pointed out the difficulties in the 
way of uniformity through constitutional amendment and urged a fair 
and full trial of the plan of State cooperation. Its Secretary at least has 
not yet seen any good reason for the abandonment of the present plan 
until the States generally refuse to come into it. 

Social Diseases and the Birth-rate. 

Our former Reports have often spoken of the danger from the low 
birth-rate among our so-called native population, but more especially 
from the sterility of those best fitted to rear a reasonable number of 
children. The subject is now taking on a new aspect, to which the at- 
tention of those outside the medical profession should be called. 

Since the discovery of the germ of what was formerly considered the 
milder and less harmful of the two chief sexual diseases, and more espe- 
cially since the numerous ramifications and effects of this milder form, 
hitherto little suspected to exist, have been found and studied, there 
has been a strong tendency towards agreement among medical author- 



ides that this disease is the real cause of a large part of the decline in the 
birth-rate ever)^where. While the difficulty of getting accurate statis- 
tics on the subject is fully recognized by the authorities upon it, they 
seem to agree that nearly or quite one half of the cases of sterility 
among the married are due to this milder of the two diseases, and some 
would put it much higher. The more recent investigations also go to 
show, so the medical authorities say, that a large number of what they 
call "one-child marriages" must be accounted for by the effects of this 
milder of the two diseases. It may be that these figures are based too 
much on European conditions and those of our great cities. But after 
all needed allowance for these defects, there still remains a grave state 
of things. There are other alarming statistics given in this connection 
by the specialists, but they need not be repeated here. It is sufficient to 
point to the peril to innocent women and children and to society from 
diseases that physicians say are more full of danger than tuberculosis, 
but whose nature is often carefully concealed from their innocent victims. 

The recent publication of Dr. Prince A. Morrow's scientific book on 
'^ Social Diseases and Marriage," the taking up of the subject last sum- 
mer by the American Medical Association, the formation of the Society 
for Sanitary and Moral Prophylaxis in New York, with Dr. Morrow as 
president, and of the Pennsylvania Society for the Prevention of Social 
Disease, with Dr. Henry N. Willson, Jr., of Philadelphia, as secretary, 
and the action of the last Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Diocese 
of Massachusetts in appointing a special committee to investigate and 
report on the subject are hopeful signs that a most difficult and delicate 
subject of the greatest importance is receiving the attention of capable 
and efficient leaders. 

It is thought that many divorces are due to some form of the social 
disease, though of course this cause rarely appears in the legal proceed- 
ings. But however wide of the mark opinions and available statistics 
may be, it is clear that enough is true to call for the most careful atten- 
tion. The Pennsylvania society aims to reach every adult man in the 
State with its literature prepared by eminent physicians and educators. 
It is to be hoped that the movement everywhere will be in the control of 
only the wisest and most intelligent people. 

The Home Department of the Sunday School. 

This offspring of the League is apparently growing faster in numbers 
and in favor than ever before. What are said to be conservative statistics 
put the number of Home Departments in North America in 1906 at 
1 1,891, with 438,102 members. Massachusetts probably takes the lead, 
with some ten or eleven per cent as many persons in the Home Depart- 
ments as in the entire Sunday-school membership. Yet not half the 



schools of the State have adopted the plan. The Home Department is 
saving the Sunday schools of the country from a serious decline in mem- 
bership. It is proving itself a most efficient aid of the churches in reach- 
ing those outside its public assemblies, and steadily recruiting the mem- 
bership both of the Sunday school and the Church itself. But, best of all, 
it is showing the thoughtful that the home is not only capable of great 
usefulness in Bible study and in pastoral work, but that it may yet be 
used in other ways to do work that is left undone or else turned over to 
other institutions. When once the inventive mind of our earnest Chris- 
tian workers is fairly turned to the subject, we may expect to see a far 
closer cooperation between the Home, the Church, and the School than 
we have yet had — and this to the great increase of educational and 
religious efficiency. 

During the year the Congregational Sunday School and Publishing 
Society has published its long-delayed acknowledgment of the error of 
the claims of its book on the Home Department regarding the origin of 
this institution and ordered a new edition more in accord with the facts 
as it now sees them to be. But while appreciating this act of justice, one 
cannot help feeling that it is due the churches which this society serves, 
and the Sunday-school public at large, which has been misled by its 
conduct, that the means by which an erroneous claim has been allowed 
to get and hold a dominating place in the entire Sunday-school world 
should be made known. The mere restoration of rights in a just claim 
is of slight importance compared with the detection of the means, 
whether of innocent intention or of deliberate deception, by which these 
rights have been violated. So far the society in question has refused to 
act on this more important matter. 

The Home in Church and School. 

There is growth of the feeling that the Home has a larger place in the 
work of both Church and School than it has yet been given. Three 
gentlemen of the highest standing in connection with the educational 
interests of Massachusetts have said recently in private conversation 
that in their opinion the problem of the place of the home in relation to 
education is nearly if not quite the most important of the proximate 
problems of the public-school system. Our Reports in former years have 
repeatedly pointed to the same idea in substance. Indeed, the imme- 
diate motive leading to the invention of the Home Department of the 
Sunday school was to show the practicability of using the Home for 
work which the Church and its School were not doing because attention 
was concentrated on the collection of individuals in congregations, 
schools, and the like in the hope that the practical principle used in the 
Home Department would be so recognized that other devices for using 
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the home would follow. The capture of the Home Department by those 
interested chiefly in use of school and classes for a long time obscured 
the original principle and central purpose of the Home Department; but 
in time we shall get back to the potent underl}ang idea of finding and 
using the sound principle of social proportion that requires that Church, 
School, and Home do their work in the fullest understanding of the re- 
spective possibilities of each, and with adequate provision for each. 

With others of a special committee your Secretary is at work on a re- 
port to be made late in the coming year to the National Council of Con- 
gregational Churches on this subject. Unfortunately, so wide a scope of 
subjects is assigned to the committee that but little space can be given 
to this particular point. One sometimes thinks that if such a body as 
the General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church would con- 
sent to give half the time it has sometimes devoted to the discussion of 
the divorce question, with small results, to a consideration of the sub- 
ject of the Home in the work of the Church, great good would follow. 
That Church and the Lutheran Churches are apparently in exceptionally 
fine positions to lead in the effort to get a larger place for the home in 
religious life. 

Social Education. 

The Religious Education Association has in the last two or three years 
done considerable to direct attention to the home as a factor in the edu- 
cation of the people; and now in the last year a Congress has been held 
on Social Education which has also treated the subject. Social educa- 
tion is of course the most comprehensive of educational conceptions, and 
marks the advance of thought in the educational world. It is important 
for us in that the place of the home in the field comes into prominence. 
One entire session with four addresses was given in this Congress to the 
home and its relation to the school. It is to be hoped that women's clubs, 
parents' associations, and similar bodies wiil give increasing attention 
to the home. The convocations, conferences, and conventions of the 
churches may well give the home a more frequent place in their discus- 
sions than it has been getting. After two or three generations, if not 
centuries, of neglect, the home may well receive special attention. It is 
in the constructive work that can be done for the home, far more than 
in its mere direct protection by law, that the safety, as well as the future 
power, of the home lies. 

Publications. 

While writing this Report the seventh volume of the Proceedings of 
the Congress of Arts and Sciences held in connection with the St. Louis 
Exposition has been issued. It is devoted to the social sciences, and con- 
tains two papers on the Family. One of these is on '* Social Control and 
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the Function of the Family," by Professor George E. Howard, of the 
University of Nebraska, and the other is by the Corresponding Secretary 
of the League, on "The Problem of the Family." The latter is reprinted 
by the League, and can be sent to any who may desire to see it. Per- 
haps an arrangement may be made for the reissue of Professor Howard's 
valuable and suggestive discussion from another point of view. The 
entire volume is of great importance to all interested in various phases 
of the social problem. The series of eight volumes is published by 
Houghton, Mifflin and Company, Boston. 

"Social Diseases and Marriage" is the title of a book, already re- 
ferred to, by Dr. Prince A. Morrow, Emeritus Professor in the Univer- 
sity and Bellevue Hospital Medical College, New York. It is published 
by Lea Brothers and Company, New York and Philadelphia. 

The Uniform Divorce Bill and accompan}ang address can probably 
be had on application to Hon. W. D. Crocker, Williamsport, Penn. 
Verbatim copies of the proceedings of the Washington session of the 
Divorce Congress were printed and should be found in all State Libra- 
ries, and in many others. We have not learned whether a verbatim re- 
port of the last session is also to be issued. 

Copies of the last of our Annual Reports, which is a survey of the field 
and work for the twenty-five years of our organization, can be sent to all 
who desire. Write for the "Review of Twenty-five Years." 

Financial. 

As will be seen in the report of the Treasurer on another page, our 
receipts very nearly met our expenses, which were kept down to an 
extremely low amount and much below the sum needed for the best 
efficiency. The needs of San Francisco, the special efforts of some of 
the missionary societies to increase their own collections, and an unusual 
number of deaths among our larger contributors, in the last year or two, 
together with the constant pressure of the old and well-established 
benevolent societies, with the calls of many new ones, have made the 
work of collection for the League a difficult one. 

We greatly need an increase in the number of those who contribute 
money in support of our work. Surely the only society in the country 
devoted to the protection and development of the Home should have an 
ample support for its own sake, and for the sake of every other interest 
that depends on the home life of our people. 

Early and unsolicited contributions are especially welcome. About 
forty per cent of the receipts of the year were collected after Decem- 
ber I. This delay is embarrassing. We call attention to what we said 
last year about an endowment. What better use, we repeat, can be 
made of ;$ 100,000 than for the endowment of this or some other society, 
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if such would be better, that should forever be devoted to the protec- 
tion and improvement of the Home in our country ? But let every one 
who values the home set aside something each year for the he2igue,'^ 

The Death of Our President. 

In the death of the Hon. Nathaniel Shipman the League has lost an 
officer, supporter, and friend of the greatest value. Judge Shipman was 
one of our early members and officers, and was President eight years, a 
longer term than any one else served. Though unable to attend our 
meetings, his hearty interest, frequent counsel, remarkably sound judg- 
ment, and generous aid in several ways made his service one of the great- 
est value. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts 

Expenditures 

Advertising, etc $14 29 

Postage 48 75 

Printing 128 15 

Stationery 4 90 

Rent 50 CO 

Travelling 163 81 



S2,i66 95 



409 90 



«i»757 OS 
Salary of S. W. Dike $1,800 00 

Deficit for year ending Dec. 31, 1906 I42 95 

WoLCOTT H. Johnson, Treasurer. 

Jan. 25, 1907. 
I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasurer, with vouchers for 
the same, and find them to be correct. 

(Signed) Frank Gaylord Cook, Auditor. 



Jan. 



Feb. 



2. 

9- 
10. 

10. 

II. 

II. 

27. 

I 
6 

7 

13 

13 

13 
14 

14 



Contributions. 

Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York, N. Y $50 00 

Mrs. William E. Dodge, New York, N. Y 100 00 

"A Vermont Lady" 50 00 

Rev. David H. Tribou, Philadelphia, Penn i 00 

Rev. Claudius B. Spencer, D.D., Kansas City, Mo ... 5 00 

Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, Jr., New Haven, Conn. ... 5 00 

Received in January $213 00 

Hon. Nathaniel Shipman, LL.D., Hartford, Conn. . . . $25 00 

State Street Congregational Church, Portland, Me. ... 15 00 

Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

Rev. C. B. Moody, Bristol, Conn 5 00 
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b. 



ir. 



^5- 

^5- 

15- 
19. 

19. 

19. 

19. 

20. 
20. 
20. 
20. 
20. 
20. 
26. 
26. 



I. 

I. 

8. 
10. 
10. 

10. 
10. 
10. 
12. 
12. 
12. 
12. 
14. 

17- 
36. 

27. 

28. 

38. 
30- 



4- 
14. 

17- 
19. 

24. 



Professor Edward Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover f 5 00 

James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 00 

Hon. James Schouler, LL.D., Boston 5 00 

Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., LL.D., Trenton, N.J. 10 00 

Prof. Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn. . 10 00 

Robert C. Ogden, New York, N. Y 25 00 

Rt. Rev. William Crosswell Doane, D.D., LL.D., Al- 
bany, N. Y 5 00 

Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. 3 00 

Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., LL.D., St. Louis, Mo. 5 00 

Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston .... 25 00 

Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

St. Agnes* Chapel, New York, N. Y 10 00 

President Edward M. GalkiiUdet, LL.D., Washington, 

D. C 10 00 

Received in February S260 00 

Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale f 10 00 

Rev. Joshua Coit, Winchester 2 00 

Morris K. Jesup, New York, N. Y 10 00 

Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

Rev. David Howard Tribou, Philadelphia, Penn. (Ad- 
ditional) I 00 

Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston 10 00 

Rt. Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield 5 00 

Rev. £. Blakeslee, D.D., Brookline 3 00 

Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., LL.D., Burlington, Vt. 5 00 

Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester 5 00 

Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 20 00 

Prof. Walter F. WiUcox, Ithaca, N. Y 5 00 

Christ Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

Women's Missionary Society, St. Ann *s Church, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y 5 00 

Hon. W. O. Hart, New Orleans, La 5 00 

Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H 2 00 

Received in March $138 o 

Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham f 5 00 

Dr. W. W. Keen, Philadelphia, Penn 5 00 

Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Penn 15 00 

Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux City, S. D 5 00 

George Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

Received in April $55 00 
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May 



3- 
3- 
3- 
3- 
3- 

lO. 

i8. 
28. 



June 4. 
20. 
20. 

23- 

30- 



July 



3- 

5- 
6. 

19. 

22. 

26. 



Aug. 9. 
9- 



Sept. 



Oct. 



Nov. 



6. 

7- 
24. 

24. 

26. 



3- 
4- 
8. 

8. 
19. 

23- 
27. 

27. 

I. 

3- 

3- 
6. 

12. 



Hon. James TiUinghast, Providence, R. I fzo 00 

Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

Rt. Rev. W. N. McVickar, D.D., Providence, R. I. . . . 10 00 

Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Grace Church, New York, N. Y 20 00 

Rev. Walker Gwjmne, Simunit, N. J 2 00 

Rev. Francis Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 20 00 

Prof. Lewis O. Brastow, D.D., New Haven, Conn. ... 5 00 

Received in May I82 00 

Mrs. John S. Porter, Hartford, Conn $25 00 

George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

Miss Alice Byington, Stockbridge 5 00 

Hon. Samuel B. Capen, Boston 10 00 

Samuel V. Ho£fman, New York, N. Y 25 00 

Received in June I75 00 

Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., Boston f S 00 

" For the Home," Connecticut 6 00 

Mrs. Charles P. Turner, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

St. John's Parish, Stamford, Conn 25 12 

Congregational Church, Windham, Conn ^^33 

Mrs. Richard H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

Received in July I77 45 

J. D. R. Lamson, Toledo, O f 10 00 

Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge 25 00 

Recdvedin August — $35 00 

Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D. C $5 00 

First Baptist Church, Newton Center 25 00 

W. J. Breed, Cincinnati, 5 00 

Ginn & Company, Boston 10 00 

Daniel C. Gilman, Baltimore, Md 5 00 

Received in September $50 00 

Rev. A. St. John Chambre, D.D., Lowell $20 00 

Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

Miss Lucy Burr, Aubumdale 25 00 

Hon. J. P. Bates, Brookline 10 00 

William B. Taylor, L)mn 5 00 

Received in October $135 00 

Rev. Lewellyn Pratt, D.D., Norwich, Conn $5 00 

Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Aubumdale 20 00 

Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

Prof. Charles R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 5 00 
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4^0 V. 13. 
IS- 
15- 
20. 

22. 
24. 
28. 
29. 
29. 
29. 

30- 



)ec. 



3- 
3- 
3- 
3- 
4- 
4- 
5- 
5- 

6. 
6. 
6. 
6. 

7- 
8. 

8. 

8. 
II. 
II. 
II. 
II. 
12. 
12. 
12. 

^3- 
IS- 
IS- 
17- 
17- 
17- 
17' 



George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Peim $25 00 

Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia, 

Penn 15 00 

E. P. Dutton, New York, N. Y 5 00 

Gen. William A. Aiken, Norwich, Conn 5 00 

Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury Conn. 25 00 

Rt. Rev. E. M. Parker, D.D., Concord, N. H 5 00 

St. Stephen's Church, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

William P. Henszey, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

Park Congregational Church, Norwich, Conn 15 00 

Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston 25 00 

Rev. Samuel C. Bushnell, Arlington 5 00 

Arthur C. Farley, Aubumdale 5 00 

Received in November 

Hon. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston S5 00 

Prof. William North Rice, LL.D., Middletown, Conn.. 5 00 

Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York, N. Y. 30 00 

Arthur S. Johnson, Boston 10 00 

Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. . 50 00 

Hon. William B. Plunkett, Adams 10 00 

Rev. Horace Dutton, Aubumdale 5 00 

President William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, 

N. H 10 00 

Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 25 00 

Trinity Church, Boston 25 00 

Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn. ... 10 00 

Hon. John E. Parsons, New York, N. Y 25 00 

Walter C. Brooks, Newton Center 5 00 

W. W. Lockwood, New York, N. Y 5 00 

Prof. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5 00 

Hon. Robert Treat Paine, Boston 5 00 

Rev. A. W. Hazen, D.D., Middletown, Conn S °° 

A. C. Tenney, Melrose i 00 

William B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

W. A. Macleod, Dorchester 5 00 

Miss M. R. Hicks, Fall River 2 00 

C. V. S. Remington, Fall River 5 00 

Jerome C. Borden, Fall River 5 00 

Everett O. Fisk, Aubumdale 5 00 

Rev. James L. Barton, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

Prof. Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5 00 

Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 25 00 

Rev. John P. Taylor, D.D., Andover 5 00 

First Church, Newton Center 10 00 

Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center (Extra) ... 5 00 

[ 19] 



I227 00 



Dec. 17. First Congregational Church, Manchester, N. H $5 

17. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

18. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. I xo 00 

19. President G. Stanley Hall, LL.D., Worcester 5 <k> 

20. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

20. W. P. Blake, Boston 5 <k> 

20. Church of the Ascension, New York, N. Y ^5 00 

21. Rev. Allen W. Cooke, Cambridge a 50 

21. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

21. Prof. Waldo S. Pratt, Hartford, Conn 3 00 

21. Prof. Edwin K. Mitchell, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5 <>o 

22. Arthur L. Shipman, Hartford, Conn 95 00 

22. Trinity Church, Hartford, Conn 5 <k> 

22. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

24. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 3 00 

25. Prof. Theodore S. Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 15 00 

26. "Friends," Thompson, Conn 10 00 

26. "A friend," Boston 15 00 

26. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 10 00 

26. First Church, Exeter, N. H 5 00 

27. St. John's Church, Providence, R. I ao 00 

28. Rt. Rev. Frederick Burgess, D.D., Garden City, N. Y. 5 00 

29. R. H. Steams, Boston zo 00 

31. Mrs. Coolidge S. Roberts, Cambridge ao 00 

31. Prof. Melancthon W. Jacobus, D.D., Hartford, Conn. . 25 00 

31. James Logan, Worcester 10 00 

31. Rev. Charles G. Ames, Boston 5 00 

31. New Hampshire Church Settlement Assodation 5 ^o 

31. Rt. Rev. Leighton Coleman, D.D., LL.D., ^^Imington, 

Del 3 00 

31. R. S. Douglass, Brookline 5 00 

31. President W. H. P. Faunce, D.D., LL.D., Piovidenoe, 

R. 1 10 00 

31. Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., LL.D., New York, N. Y. . . . zo 00 

31. Rev. Samuel W. Dike, Aubumdale 95 oa 

31. President Henry Hopkins, D.D., LL.D., WiUiamstown 5 00 

31. George P. Dike, Aubumdale 5 00 

31. Union Church, Providence, R. I zo 00 

31. Hon. Elbridge Torrey, Boston xo 00 

31. Miss Grace Dodge, New York, N. Y zoo 00 

31. Hon. Arthur H. Wellman, Maiden 5 OO 

31. G« Henry Whitcomb, Worcester 95 00 

31. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

31. Joseph Smith, Andover zo 

Received in December — - 
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Notes. 



1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-07 are the 
only ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a ''Review 
of Twenty-Five Years," giving a summary of the movement regarding 
the family and our work for that period, and will be freely sent to all 
who ask for it. 

2. The paper of the Corresponding Secretary read before the Con- 
gress of Arts and Science in St. Louis on the ''Problem of the Family," 
and a report of 20 pp. of a committee with Prof. A. R. Merriam chair- 
man, made to the National Council of Congregational Churches in 
October, has been reprinted from the minutes of the council and ¥^11 
also be sent to those who desire it. 

3. The Report of the Census Office on Marriage and Divorce in the 
United States for the last twenty years, and practically for a period of 
forty years, is now expected to be ready in the summer. If our funds 
warrant we shall issue as soon as possible a summary of its more im- 
portant results. 

4. For this and the ordinary work of the League an increase of con- 
tributions this year will be absolutely necessary. And these extra gifts 
should come early in the year. See the Treasurer's Report, on page 15. 

Every friend of the family and home is urgently invited to give the 
League a place by the side of other benevolent societies in his annual 
charities, in recognition of the fact that money applied to the protection 
and development o( the home is also in aid of all institutions and in- 
terests dependent on good homes. The League needs an immediate 
endowment. Attention is called to the form of bequest on the third 
page of the cover. 

5. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, 
to be renewed at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such persons are for 
the time members in full, entitled to all the privileges of the League, 
including its publications and the right to vote in all its meetings. 

6. The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey, 
and Co., Boston, Mass., will acknowledge all contributions. All other 
correspondence should be addressed to Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 
Aubumdale, Mass. Contributions may also be sent to him. 
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Minutes. 



The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of 
the Family was held at the Diocesan House, No. i Joy Street, Boston, 
on Friday, January 24, 1908, at 2.30 p.m. The meeting was called to 
order by Rev. S. W. Dike, the Corresponding Secretary. The Vice- 
President, the Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, then took the chair, and 
George P. Dike was chosen Recording Secretary pro tempore. After 
prayer by Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., the minutes of the last meeting 
were read and approved. Dr. Dike then read letters from absent 
members. 

Rev. Samuel C. Bushnell was then elected to membership. 

The following officers were elected for the ensuing year: 

President y Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York. 

Vice-Presidents y Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston; 
Prof. Francis G. Pea body, D.D., Cambridge. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Aubumdale. 

Executive Committee^ Pres. William E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton 
Center; Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst; Prof. Albion W. 
Small, LL.D., Chicago; Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Boston; Mr. 
Everett O. Fisk, Boston; Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., Cambridge; 
Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Aubumdale. 

The annual report of the treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, was 
read and approved and referred to Mr. Cook as Auditor. Dr. Dike 
read extracts from his annual report as Corresponding Secretary. It 
was voted to accept the report, the same to be printed and distributed 
under the direction of the Corresponding Secretary. 

Voted to adjourn. 

GEORGE P. DIKE, 

Recording Secretary pro tempore, 
Boston y Mass,f *Jan» 2^, igo8. 
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Report of Corresponding Secretary. 



Testimony to Wide Interest. 

Professor A. W. Memam, of the Hartford Theological Seminary, 
whose knowledge of the movement regarding the family is equalled 
by very few students, has recently said in a report on problems of the 
family: 

''Few social issues are coming to be so emphatic just now. Drama 
and novel and newspaper treat these questions in flippant or serious 
mood. Fifteen leading religious denominations have recently organ- 
ized, in essential harmony, regarding divorce. . . . Local ministerial 
bodies, in various States, are indicating the minima of their action in 
questionable marriages. The American Bar Association has lately 
suggested amendments in law. In the last two years two sessions of 
a great Interstate Congress, representing forty States and Territories, 
and composed of delegates eminent in various callings, have offered 
to legislatures a bill for restriction of causes for divorce to six, strictly 
guarded, and for uniformity of procedure, eliminating the more flagrant 
abuses; and have publicly proclaimed that such legislation is only the 
best at present attainable, and have appealed to the churches to en- 
lighten public opinion. The Supreme Court has given a recent decision 
on migratory marriages which will have wide-ranging, conservative 
action. New census data by act of Congress, fast nearing completion, 
will be published soon. President Roosevelt has set an example of 
unequivocal language regarding the duties of the family. New societies 
in New York and Pennsylvania, composed of eminent physicians and 
laymen, are preparing for vigorous discussion of sex-diseases and sex- 
morals. 

"Your committee would, therefore, emphasize a note of hope and 
courage, for 

** I. Church interest and action can no longer be regarded as isolated 
and provincial. Great ranges of literature, science, and legislature 
are equally aroused, and sociological studies have given us a better 
perspective. 

"2. The widest and most variant literature shows that, however 
strict or lax our theories may be, they all alike confront four stubborn 
facts: first, the natural and universal dominance of sex; second, some 
fundamental view upon the marriage bond as primary; third, the de- 
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pendence of these views upon the religious, or, at least, ethical and 
social evaluation we place upon the home; and fourth, the necessity of 
guarding the individual in his r|ghts and duties as the finest fruit of.the 
ages, and yet of training Liberty and Relationship to live and work 
together. There is no mediatorship between the two comparable with 
that of the home. We can safely have no throne in the State only as 
there is one in the family. 

''3. The trend of all organic social investigation leads inevitably 
toward the home as the most vital factor. But the family has relin- 
quished less its individualistic note than have the other great or- 
ganic institutions of government and education; for at this very citadel 
of all social readjustment we still find that individualistic theories of 
the marriage bond, laxity of sexual freedom, and a double standard of 
virtue are widely prevalent; and we let mere happiness, personal predi- 
lection, and controllable aversion dominate the continuance of the 
marriage relation with little regard to the broader interests of society. 
But there are two elements of hope: first, that the family problem can 
not much longer ignore the organic standards of moral obligation felt 
in other spheres; and, second, that the home is more directly under 
the control of a right church influence than is any other social group." 

This extract points both to the wide interest that is now taken in 
the subject of the work of the League and to the complex character of 
the work to be done. The family probably affords the most intricate of 
all social problems, and must therefore tax the thought of the best 
minds so long as human society exists. For there is no such thing as 
a linal solution of a social problem until society ceases to be the thing 
it is — a living, growing organism. 

While our reports of the movement and of the work done must nec- 
essarily vary greatly from year to year on a subject that does not keep 
exact pace with the seasons, it will not be difficult to see the steady 
trend of a strong movement, with here and there marked advances in 
it. The legislation, for example, in a single year seemes comparatively 
insignificant. But when we make a summary of it for ten or twenty 
years, as we shall soon have it from official sources, the movement in 
the right direction appears to have surprising volume and strength. 
We have this year no startling things to report, but a steady progress of 
interest in the general subject. This is shown more especially in the 
continuance and kind of inquiries that come to us through correspond- 
ence. A steady though not always a large flow of letters of inquiiy 
come to us for information of all sorts, especially from young students 
and their instructors in our higher educational institutions. And this 
happens though our annual reports go into the libraries of large numbers 
of these. 
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The Call for Information. 

It is interesting to see the i»nde range of the field on which parties 
seek for information. Aside from the numbers of divorces granted, 
their statutory causes, the length of married life, their increase or de- 
crease, and similar matters that lie on the surface, we are asked about 
the influence of sex, of property, of the rights of married women, of 
the influence of divorce on poverty, crime, suicide, insanity, children, 
and the birth-rate; of divorce, desertion of families, and the vices of 
sex on the moral and physical condition of our people. Many people 
who reflect on the subject are much impressed with the enormous tax 
that the evils that affect our domestic life have on the intellectual, 
moral, and material welfare of the country, and long to see some at- 
tempt at something like a scientific measurement of them. So far, the 
best experts do not see the way clear to much farther effort in the direc- 
tion of governmental investigation than the Report on Marriage and 
Divorce has now gone. We have thought of the use for more special 
inquiry of some of the generous funds now provided for private scien- 
tific investigation for the public good, but as yet the way has not opened 
to secure it. Possibly it will in the future. So far these special funds 
have been more devoted to material and biological welfare than to the 
social and moral. There are intimations later in this report of the pos- 
sibility of a denominational publishing society taking up a part of this 
work — the diffusion of knowledge already at hand — that is within 
its particular field. But philanthropists need to remember that the 
social cell, as the home may properly be called, is as worthy of ex- 
tended study as the biological cetl or the atom in the realm of me- 
chanics. 

The Marriage and Divorce Report. 

We had expected to be able to present in this report a summary of 
the results of the comiog Report of the United States Census Office on 
Marriage and Divorce in this and other countries for the last twenty 
years, biin^g^i^ the report for the earlier twenty years down to date. 
But 201 unexpected lack of funds for this particular object compelled 
the Census Office to suspend all work on it for several months. The 
work has now been resumed, and it is hoped that the report may be 
ready for the public by midsummer. 

The former report was regarded by many competent judges here and 
in Europe as one of the most useful and important reports ever issued 
from Washington. As its three large -editions are now entirely out of 
print, the ooming report will incorporate in its pages summaries of 
the matter of that earlier report, and will thus be a sununary o( the 
movement o( marriage and divorce laws and o( marriage and divorce 
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statistics, so far as these are available, for all countries over a period 
of forty years. Some most important things will be brought to light. 
Among these are the enormous amount of divorce in this country, 
and the location of its greatest prevalence. If we may judge by some 
reports that apparently came from the Census Office, there were more 
than a million divorces in this country in the last twenty years, or three 
times the number in the preceding twenty. We shall learn whether 
migration for divorce, which ought to be decreasing, is really growing 
less. The report ought to show the effect the restrictive legislation of 
the last twenty years has had on reducing or retarding the increase of 
divorces. It will throw light on the effect of such measures as the va- 
rious forms of restriction on remarriage, the appearance of a repre- 
sentative of the State for the protection of its interests, the lengthening 
of the term of residence in a State before one can enter a suit for di- 
vorce, and other matters of practical importance. And not the least 
of its exhibitions will be the light it will indirectly throw on the lim- 
itations of law in correcting the evils of divorce, the greater need of 
public education in the nature and place of the family in the social 
order, and the great duty of the Church and our educational institu- 
tions to do fundamental work in its interests. 

It is our purpose to prepare at the earliest possible date a pamphlet 
summary of the essential points brought out in the government report 
for distribution among those who are or should be interested in this 
most fundamental of all social questions. It is earnestly desired that 
those who read this part of our own report will recognize the fact that 
for this purpose we shall need a considerable increase in our funds, 
and send us their contributions immediately, so that we may know 
what we can depend upon. 

The Uniform Divorce Bill. 

This bill, prepared a year ago, has been enacted entire in New Jer- 
sey and Delaware. Some account of its provisions was given in our 
last report. It came before the Legislatures of several other States, 
but failed to pass in one or both houses. Legislators were under the 
impression that the bill must be enacted entire or wholly rejected, 
which was not the intention of the Congress that framed it. Whfle it 
is desirable that the bill be enacted entire, its friends will be ^d to 
have the States put into their statutes as many of its features as prac- 
ticable, rather than have them take no action. 

The chief difficulty in the way of enactment seems to have been the 
provision of the Uniform Law for Divorce from Bed and Board, Di- 
vorce a mensa et tboro^ or Judicial Separation, which are three differ- 
ent terms for the same thing. Some States strongly object to the res- 
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toradon or the introduction of this form of separation. The subject 
was warmly discussed in the last meeting of the State Conmiissions on 
Uniform Legislation in Portland, Me., in August, of which many of 
the members of the Divorce Congress that prepared the proposed 
Uniform Divorce Law were also members. But after the fullest dis- 
cussion, in which the liberty of each State to reject parts of the bill was 
pointed out, the entire bill received the formal and hearty endorsement 
of the Commissions on Uniform Legislation. As the form of divorce 
is left in the bill optional with the courts, and as it affords the relief of 
a temporary or permanent separation to those who from religious or 
other motives do not ynsh for an absolute divorce, this conclusion 
seems entirely proper. As a matter of fact, very few separations with- 
out absolute divorce are granted in those States where the law now per- 
mits them. 

In Massachusetts, and perhaps other States, the members of the 
Divorce Congress have not urged any change in the legislation at pres- 
ent, because the law of the State is already substantially that of the 
proposed Uniform Act. In some the law is already more strict than 
the Uniform Bill would make it, and there of course there is no call for 
a change. As these reports have frequently pointed out, the evils from 
our conflicting divorce laws, serious as they are, fall far short of be- 
ing the graver part of the divorce evil. And apparently the divorces due 
to migration from one State to another are steadily decreasing in num- 
ber, as we shall very likely see when the coming government report 
gives us the facts for the last twenty years. Good judges think that 
the results of the first year of experience with the Uniform Bill are as 
great as can be reasonably expected, and that in time the bill will be 
pretty generally enacted. In this slow beginning the Divorce Bill is 
only following the experience of other measures for uniformity, which 
start slowly but in a few years succeed in a largje number of the States. 

Other Legislation of the Year. 

California this year requires that race distinctions be noted in mar- 
riage licenses, and that consent of parents to a marriage must be given 
in writing. 

Idaho requires the registration of marriages. 

Indiana prohibits hereafter the marriage of first cousins, and has 
made it a misdemeanor for divorced persons to marry ¥athin a year. 

Kansas now gives by statute full faith and credit to divorces granted 
in other States. 

Maine modifies its law regulating the qualificarions of ministers who 
may celebrate marriage in the interests of greater strictness, now re- 
quiring a certificate of ministerial standing from ecclesiastical bodies 
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to the Secretary of State, who is henceforth to take the place of the Gof*- 
emor in issuing licenses to ministers who may celebrate marriages. 

Massachusetts has taken an important step in protecting the inter- 
ests of the State in divorce suits. This is proving useful. The courts 
may now appoint an attorney to investigate and report the facts in re- 
lation to divorce suits. The courts may also direct such attorney to 
defend the suit. The app(Mntment may be before or after the decree 
nisi has been rendered. This attorney may also enter objections to 
making the decree nisi absolute. This State makes further regulations 
regarding the marriage o( minors. 

New Hampshire also regulates still farther the marriage of minors. 

New Tork has enacted the past year a pretty elaborate marriage 
law ¥dth careful details defining the persons who may celebrate mar- 
riage, providing for license and record of marriages, protecting against 
false statements, and making other provisions such as were apparently 
necessary after the substantial abandonment by that State of its old 
permission of common-law marriages — so called. New York has thus 
come from its peculiarly lax condition regarding marriage into the rank 
of those States that most carefully protect the institution. 

North Carolina, which has lately reduced its legal grounds of di- 
vorce to one, has now so far modified its law that absolute divorce may 
be granted in the case of parties who have lived apart ten years and 
have no children. 

North Dakota defines those who may celebrate marriages and further 
regulates the granting of marriage licenses. 

Oregon forbids district and prosecuting attorneys recdving fees in 
divorce cases. 

South Dakota now requires the plaintiff in divorce cases to reside 
one year in the State in good faith before bringing a suit, unless the 
offence for which the divorce is sought was committed within the State. 
Then six months is a sufficient time of residence. Hereafter hearings 
and trials must take place at the regular sessions of the courts. 

Wisconsin two years ago passed a law, which we failed to repoit at 
the time, forbidding the marriage of divorced persons for one year. 

Our Marriage Laws. 

It will be seen from these notes on the legislation of the year that 
the States are giving more attention to the improvement of their mar- 
riage laws. We have often had occasion to say that the marriage 
laws of the country need attention quite as much as the divorce laws. 

In some States there has grown up a serious evil from the practice of 
parties going to another State than their own to be married, either more 
hastily or more secretly, or for some other trivial reason. For wme 
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ytzT8 Rhode Island has beeki a Gretna Green for many of the people of 
Massachusetts. No less than 523 couples who were residents of Massa- 
chusetts took out marriage licenses in the city of Providence alone in 
the year 1906. And the practice is by no means confined to that city. 
This evil has been restricted somewhat of late by the refusal of the 
authorities of that city to grant licenses out of regular office hours or 
on hQlida)rSy and the leading men of the city are proposing to secure 
some effecdve legisladon to check it altogether, if possible. The adop- 
tion of the law of some States requiring all marriage licenses to be taken 
out five days before the marriage, or to have this done in all cases of 
non-residents seeking marriage in the State, would probably eliminate 
most of these undesirable cases. 

The evils arising from our American lax way of allowing people to 
get married in any town, city, or state where they choose are very 
serious. As our report some years ago showed, the German way of 
having people married in the place where they live, except in carefully 
guarded instances of peculiar cases, and having the record of the dis- 
solution of all marriages, whether by death or divorce, made on the 
margin of the original record of the marriage, with date, place, and 
cause of the dissolution, not only makes bigamies practically impossi- 
ble, but protects the marriage relation in other ways. Until such leg- 
islation is practicable in this country all who are concerned for the 
public welfare should do everything in their power to discourage mi- 
gration from State to State or from town to town to be married. The 
practice on the part of clergymen of marrying strangers without 
careful inquiry into the circumstances of the marriage is reprehensible. 
Careful inquiry into the facts before celebrating the marriage is now 
regarded by many as the indispensable duty of officiating clergymen. 
The clergy and others also have the important duty of creating a senti- 
ment among all classes of people that every self-respecting woman will 
insist, whenever it is practicable, on being married by her own minister 
in her own church or in her own home. While legal provisions may do 
a great deal, nothing will really do so much to correct the evils of mi- 
gratory marriages as the creation of this wholesome public sentiment. 

The Church on the Family. 

One at least of the national assemblies of the Christian Churches 
had the past year an elaborate report on the Church and the Family. 
This was the National Council of Congregational Churches, which 
went over, as best it could in a report of twenty pages, the relation of 
the family to industrial, educational, ecclesiastical, and political prob^ 
lems, besides taking up som^ <^ the problems <^ sex. In conclusion 
the report made the following points regarding the relation of the home 
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to church and school: (i) the fundamental need is a ministry trained 
to an understanding of the respective places and duties of the home, 
the church, and the school; (2) the home should be considered in all 
plans for church work; (3) the home should be held responsible for 
the work that naturally belongs to it; (4) the undeveloped or partially 
developed home needs to be made aware of its duties and opportuni- 
ties, and it is a great mistake to let alone the home and turn its work 
over to church and school without attempting to arouse the home to 
its own responsibilities; (5) the probable early reconstruction of many 
Congregational and other churches to reduce their multiplicity of so- 
cieties and other agencies for doing church work to order, and for the 
sake of higher efficiency, will force upon us the necessity of giving at- 
tention to the finding of the true place of the home in the work of the 
church; (6) the suggestion was made that the churches need a literature 
covering these and other subjects related to the home for general use, 
and that the denominational publishing society should consider the 
suggestion that it enter this field. 

It is hoped that this report, of which the League has secured an edi- 
tion for distribution among its own members and correspondents, will 
prove of practical value to many churches and ministers. The earlier 
part of it deals quite fully with the church and divorce. There may 
be a great work done in its direction by those who are willing to give 
it time and studious eflFort. The Congregational Sunday School and 
Publishing Society will probably give careful attention to the sugges- 
tion that it take up the work of issuing a series of papers in some form, 
either by itself or in cooperation with other similar societies. 

A Field of Rich Promise. 

It may be doubted whether there is anywhere in the whole range of 
religious training a more promising field for the earnest and intelli- 
gent worker than that aflForded by the problem of finding and securing 
the true place of the home in religious life and work. It is a most 
difficult problem to solve, but that should not prevent giving it the 
attention it needs. The Religious Education Association might here 
find a task worthy of its effort. Its treatment of the problem so far has 
been altogether too meagre. And the same may be said of the place of 
the home in connection with the work of our public schools. 

The Inter-Church Committee. 

This Committee on Marriage and Divorce, representing fourteen of 
the leading Protestant Churches of the country, has in the last three 
years met several times and made some recommendations to their vari- 
ous churches, but we are unable to say how far the recommendations 
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have been adopted by the national bodies represented. The National 
Council of Congregational Churches adopted them in a modified form. 
Owing to the sudden illness of the chairman of the Inter-Church Com- 
mittee at the time, the last session accomplished very little. 

The Catholic Church has lately taken steps to enforce more strictly 
its canons regarding marriage. 

Social Diseases and the Home. 

Our last report made reference to some movements regarding the 
prevalence and subtle evils of sexual diseases, and to a movement on 
the part of highly reputable and wise authorities to deal with the prob- 
lem. The societies organized two years ago in New York and Phil- 
adelphia under the lead of physicians of high standing, and eminent 
citizens have extended their work the past year, and several similar 
societies have been organized in other of our largest cities. The so- 
ciety in Chicago is espedally vigorous. A special committee reported 
on the subject to the Massachusetts Diocesan Convention of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church last May, pointing out the serious ex- 
tent and gravity of the vices of sex and urging preventive action. 
The same committee is charged this year with the duty of report- 
ing more specifically on the recommendations they have made. The 
General Association of the Congregational Churches of Massachu- 
setts has appointed a similar committee. While many excellent people 
have from time to time made efforts in some of the directions of this 
work, it is now a matter of congratulation that a movement in the 
hands of people of the very best qualifications for a wise handling of 
it has entered upon it in this hopeful way. Those who wish to know 
more of the leading society at work in this field should write to Dr. 
E. L. Keyes, Secretary, 109 East 34th Street, New York, and consult 
Dr. Prince A. Morrow's "Social Diseases and Marriages." 

Death of the One Who Suggested Our League. 

The Rev. George A. Jackson, who had consented to become again 
our Recording Secretary, died May 8, 1907. He was the first to suggest 
the organization of the separate committees that had been at work for 
a year or two in two or three New England States into the New Eng- 
land Divorce Reform League, out of which our present organization 
grew, and took an active part in its formation. He was for several of 
its earliest years the Recording Secretary of the League and a generous 
contributor to its support. At our last annual meeting he was again 
elected to his old office. Mr. Jackson was a scholar, publishing much 
in church history, a man of culture and refined tastes and of singularly 
courteous manners. For some years he had been the Secretary of the 
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General Theological Library in Boston, still living in Swampscott, 
where he had been a pastor for many years. 

Financial. 

In the year before the one for which we now report the San Fran- 
cisco fire and the special efforts of some of the missionary societies made 
collections for the League difficult, but we closed the year with only 
a deficit of ^^2.95. For the earlier part of 1907 our receipts were con- 
siderably in advance of those of the corresponding period of the year 
befOTe, and we had strong hope of being able to meet all the expenses 
of the year, besides paying for the extra printing that the appearance 
of the Marriage and Divorce Report would call for. But in the last few 
months of the year, and especially after the financial troubles of the 
country came, our receipts fell off* so much that we are now left with a 
deficit of 1^182.07. Besides meeting this and the ordinary expenses 
of the year, we shall need considerable money to print and put into the 
hands of those who seek it some such digest of the coming Marriage 
and Divorce Report as that which we prepared of its preceding report 
twenty years ago, and which was eagerly sought by many who wanted 
the substance of the government report in a brief form. 

We now ask those who read our reports and appreciate the work 
that we are doing to send us what they can, and as early in the year as 
possible, that we may know what to expect, as well as meet obligations 
already incurred. 

The report of the Treasurer for die year will be found on succeeding 
page. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Samuel W. Dike, 
Corresponding Secretary* 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts $2,050 50 

EXPENDirUBES 

Rent $50 00 

Postage 47 15 

Traveling zi8 ao 

Stationery 5 65 

Telephone 9 68 

Express, etc 2 15 

Typewriter repairs 2 40 

Printing 127 39 

Envelopes 700 

369 62 



$1,66088 

Salary of S. W. Dike $z,8od 00 

Deficit for year ending Dec. 31, 1907 $139 la 

Deficit for year ending Dec. 31, 1906 42 95 

Amount of debt Jan. i, 1908 $z8a 07 

WoLOOTT H. Johnson, Treasurer, 

Jan. 95, 1908. 

I have this day esamined the foregoing accounts of the Tkreasurer, since Jan. 25, 
Z907, with the vouchers for the same, and find them correct 

(Signed) Frank Gaylosd Cook, AudUar. 

Contributions. 

Jan. 3. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York, N. Y $50 00 

14. Mrs. William E. Dodge, New York, N. Y 100 00 

15. "A Vermont Lady" 100 00 

21. President W. E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Center 5 00 

22. State Street Congregational Church, Portland, Me 10 00 

23. £. H. Ellison, Newton 5 00 

23. George Ripley, Andover zo 00 

23. Mrs. George Westinghouae, I>noz zoo 00 

23. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

26. "A New York Friend" zo 00 
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aS. Arba N. Lincoln, Fall River $5 oo 

31. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

Received in January $402 00 

Feb. 2. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester 

5. Hon. O. Vincent Cofi^, Middlctown, Conn 

9. Appleton P. Williams, West Upton 

13. James C. Braman, Aubumdale 

13. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. I 

13. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 

13. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover 

14. Hon. James Schouler, LL.D., Boston 

19. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 

19. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 

30. President Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, 

D. C 

20. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 

20. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge, Mass 

22. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., LL.D., Trenton, N.J. 

22. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 

25. Rev. C. F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 

25. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston .... 

26. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn 

26. Professor E. Y. Hincks, D.D., Andover, Mass 

26. Rev. William P. Alcott, Boxford, Mass 

26. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D, LL.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 

26. Rt. Rev. William Crosswell Doane, D.D., LL.D., Albany, 

N. Y 

27. Professor Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn. 

27. Hon. Robert H. Gardiner, Gardiner, Me 

28. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 

28. St. Agnes Chapel, Trinity Parish, New York, N. Y 10 00 ] 

Received in February $269 50 

Mar. 2. Miss Helen E. Chase, Waterbury, Conn $25 00 

2. Rt. Rev. Chauncey Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. . . 3 00 

4. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

5. Morris K. Jesup, New York, N. Y 10 00 

7. C. E. Clift, Boston 5 00 

9. Rt. Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield $ 00 

14. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

14. Rev. Joshua Coit, Winchester 2 00 

22. Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston 10 00 

23. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt 5 00 

23. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 oe 

26. Hon. W. O. Hart, New Orleans, La 5 00 

28. Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H i 00 
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28. First Churchy Hartford, Conn. $io oo 

29. Christ Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

Received in March $131 00 

)r. 3. Professor Walter F. Willcox, Ph.D., Ithaca, N. Y $5 00 

3. Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham 5 00 

10. Grace Church, New York, N. Y 25 00 

17. George Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

19. Robert C. Ogdcn, New York, N. Y 25 00 

Received in April $85 00 

ay 3. Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux Falls, S. D $5 00 

11. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Penn 15 00 

27. Hon. James TilJinghast, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

27. Rathbone Gardiner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

Received in May $35 00 

ne 3. Professor L. O. Brastow, D.D., New Haven, Conn. ... $5 00 

4. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

6. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J 2 00 

7. Rt. Rev. W. N. McVickar, D.D., Providence, R. I. . . . 5 00 

18. Mrs. John S. Porter, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

19. Women's Missionary Society, St. Ann's Church, Brooklyn, 

N. Y 10 00 

21. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston 10 00 

26. Rev. Francis Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 20 00 

29. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

Received in June $97 00 

ily 2. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York, N. Y $25 00 

3. Mrs. Charles P. Turner, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

4. " Connecticut" 6 00 

27. Mrs. Richard H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

31. St. John's Parish, Stamford, Conn 25 00 

Received in July $86 00 

ig. 4. Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., Boston $5 00 

Received in August $5 00 

pi. II. Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D. C $5 00 

24. W. J. Breed, Cincinnati, 5 00 

Received in September $10 00 

:t. 7. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Auburndale $25 00 

8. Rev. J. H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

9. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn. . . 25 00 
10. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury. Conn 10 00 
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zo. Mial Wallace H. Camp, Waterbuiy, Conn; $$o oo 

14. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester zo 00 , 

914 Ginn & Co, Boston zo 00 

23. Hon. J. P. Bates, Brookline zo 00 

33. Hon. Edward L. Pickard, Auburndale 3000 

3z. Hon. Frederick J. Elingsbury, LL.D., Waterburyj Conn. 35 ^ 00 

Received in October $Z95 

Not. zi. Rt Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia,- 

Penn $15 00 

Z3. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

Z3. Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111. 3 00 

Z5. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield zo 00 

z6. Gen. W. A. Aiken, Norwich, Conn 5 00 

z8. E. P. Dutton, New York 5 00 

3z. Rev. S. C. Bushnell, Arlington 5 00 

33. St. John's Church, Providence, R.I 30 00 

33. W. P. Henszey, Philadelphia, Penn 35 00 

35. Grace Church, Providence, R. 1 30 00 

36. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. I. zo 00 

37. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Ptenn 35 00 

37. Rev. Horace Dutton, Auburndale 5 00 

37. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

39. Arthur C. Farley, Auburndale 5 ^^ 

Received in November — $z6a a 

Dec. 3. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York $30 00 

4. Hon. John E. Parsons, New York 35 00 

4. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 35 00 

4. "A Friend," Brookline 30 00 

5. Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn zo 00 

5. W. W. Lockwood, New York 5 00 

6. Arthur S. Johnson, Boston zo 00 

7. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. . . 50 00 

7. Hon. Robert Treat Paine, Boston 5 00 

7. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

9. W. B. Herrick, Auburndale zo 00 

zo. Rev. A. W. Hazen, D.D., Middletown, Conn. 5 00 

Z3. James C. Borden, Fall River 5 00 

Z4. Professor Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn. . 5 00 

Z5. Trinity Church, Boston 1$ 00 

z6. President William North Rice, LL.D., Middletown, Conn. 5 00 

z6. Miss M. R. Hicks, Fall River 3 00 

Z7. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston 5 00 

18. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

z8. E. O. Fisk, Boston 5 00 

Z9. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 
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20. £. R. Brown, Dover, N. H $5 oo 

ao. Miss M. J. Allen, Boston 5 oo 

21. Rt. Rev. Frederick Burgess, D.D., Garden City, L. 1 5 00 

24. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

25. Church of the Ascension, New York 25 00 

28. Miss Grace H. Dodge» New York 100 00 

28. Rev. Morgan Dix, D.D., LL.D., New York 15 00 

30. R. S. Douglas, Brookline 5 00 

31. President William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, 

N. H 10 00 

31. Rev. Samuel W. Dike, Aubumdale 35 00 

31. President Henry Hopkins, D.D., LL.D., Williamstown. . 5 00 

31. Home Department, Union Church S. S., Worcester 500 

31. George S. Alden, Worcester 5 00 

31. Hon. James Logan, Worcester 10 00 

31. Rev. W. H. Van Allen, S.T.D., Boston 3 00 

31. William H. Swift, Pittsfield 25 00 

31. President W. H. P. Faunce, D.D., LL.D., Providence, 

R. I. zo 00 

31. Rev. Andrew W. Archibald, D.D., Newton Center ... 3 00 

31. Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston 25 00 

31. President George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst 5 00 

31. Professor Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge 5 00 

Received in December $553 00 
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Notes. 

1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-7 are the 
only ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a " Re- 
view of Twenty-Five Years," giving a summary of the movement 
regarding the family and our work for that period, and will be freely 
sent to all who ask for it. 

2. The paper of the Corresponding Secretary read before the Con- 
gress of Arts and Science in St. Louis on the " Problem of the Family," 
and a report of twenty pages of a conunittee with Prof. A. R. Merriam, 
chairman, made to the National Council of Congregational Churches 
in October, has been reprinted from the minutes of the Council and will 
also be sent to those who desire it. 

3. The Report of the Census OflSce on Marriage and Divorce in the 
United States and some twenty foreign countries can be had on appli- 
cation to the Hon. S. N. D. North, director of the Census, Washington, 
D. C. The second part of the report, containing only the general 
tables for the United States, and a Bulletin of seventy-one pages sum- 
marizing it for general circulation, were ready in December. Part I, 
containing the analyses, tables, summary of the statutes of this and 
other countries, and the statistics for the foreign countries will appear 
in the early months of 1909. 

4. The Secretary of the League will prepare for the use of the 
League a summary of the Government Report, which practically 
covers forty years, with some special studies of points of interest. 
This cannot be ready until late in the spring, but all applications for it 
will be placed on file and met at the earliest possible date. Two 
gentlemen have generously provided for this issue. 

5. The attention of all is invited to the report of the Treasurer and 
the great need it shows of immediate and generous aid for our work. 

Every friend of the home is invited to give us a modest place, at least, 
in his annual charities. The work of all benevolent societies is aided 
by everything that is done for the home. The League needs an 
inmiediate endowment. A form of bequest may be found on the third 
page of the cover. 

6. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, to 
be renewed at the pleasure of tiie subscriber. Such members are 
members in full for the time. 

7. The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey & 
Co., Boston, Mass., wiD gladly acknowledge all contributions. All 
other correspondence should be addressed to Rev. Samuel W. Dike, 
LL.D., Aubumdale, Mass., to whom contributions may also be sent. 



Minutes. 



Boston, January 20, 1909. 

The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of 
the Family was held at the Diocesan House, No. 1 Joy Street, Boston, 
on Wednesday, January 20, 1909, at 3 p.m. 

The meeting was called to order by Frank Gaylord Cook, Esq., 
and Mr. Everett O. Fisk was elected Temporary Chairman in the 
absence of the Vice-President. Prayer was oflFered by Rev. S. W. 
Dike. George P. Dike, Esq., was chosen Recording Secretary, 
pro tempore. The Vice-President, the Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, 
then took the chair. 

The minutes of the last meeting were read and approved. Dr. 
Dike then read letters from absent members. The annual report 
of the Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, was read and approved 
and referred to Mr. Fisk as Auditor. 

Dr. Dike then read extracts from his annual report as Correspond- 
ing Secretary. It was voted to accept the report, the same to be 
printed and distributed under the direction of the Corresponding 
Secretary. 

The following officers were elected for the ensuing year: 

President^ Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York. 

Vice-PresidentSy Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D.9 Boston; 
Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge. 

Corresponding Secretary^ Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., 
Auburndale. 

Recording Secretary^ 

Executive Committee^ Pres. William E. Huntington, LLJ)., 
Newton Center; Pres. George Harris, D.D., LLJ)., Amh^st; 
Prof. Albion W. Small, LL.D., Chicago; Rev. Daniel Meriiman, 
D.D., Boston; Mr. Everett O. Fisk, Boston; Frank Gaylord Cook, 
Esq., Cambridge; Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Auburndale. 

Voted to adjourn. 

GEORGE P. DIKE, 
Recording Secreiary pro tempore. 



Report of the G)rresponding Secretary. 



The year as a whole has been a quiet one in our work. But it has 
been marked by two events of especial importance for us. One of these 
is the issue of the second part of the Report of the Census OflSce on 
Marriage and Divorce, with a Bulletin giving a summary of its mate- 
rial. The other is the discussion of the Family during the entire 
meeting of the American Sociological Society at Atlantic City in 
December. 

LEGISLATION. 

As this was the year when few legislatures were in session, little legis- 
lation was attempted, and none of any importance was secured. A 
movement, in which it was hoped that the Civic Federation of Hono- 
lulu would be able to secure an improvement in the divorce laws of 
Hawaii this winter, has been begun. In South Dakota, the opponents 
of the act of 1907, which aimed to do away with the scandals Uiat have 
been connected with that state, obtained its submission to the popular 
vote at the election in November, with a view to defeat it. But 
they themselves were defeated by a large majority and the law now 
becomes eflFective. It provides that the plaintiff in a divorce suit must 
be an actual resident in good faith in the state for one year, and in 
the county for three months, before he can bring his suit for divorce. 
An exception is made in the interest of parties who have been married 
in the state and have lived in it ever since. The act also provides that 
all hearings of divorce cases shall be had at a regular term of court. 
This probably ends the scandal that for many years has been con- 
nected with South Dakota, but which, as will be shown further on in 
this report, has been magnified far beyond the facts. Utah in 1907 
enacted a law which escaped notice in our report for that year, pro- 
hibiting the marriage of a person afflicted with either of the two chief 
venereal diseases. This touches one of the most serious problems 
before the legislator, and the experiment will be watched with interest 
by those who are aware of the baleful effects of the marriage of this 
class of persons. 



THE UNITED STATES REPORT ON MARRIAGE 

AND DIVORCE. 

We are able to announce the publication by the Census Office, just 
before the dose of the year, of the second part of its report on Marriage 
and Divorce, in a quarto volume of 840 pages, and also a Bulletin of 
71 pages, summarizing its chief contents. The jBrst part, containing 
the analyses of the general tables, a sunmiary of the statutes, and the 
material relating to some twenty foreign countries, will probably 
appear within a few weeks or possibly months. 

This work not only brings die report of 1889 down to date, but, as 
that report is now out of print, incorporates the material of that 
document in it, making it a report on marriage and divorce in the 
greater part of the civilized world for forty years — from 1867 to 1906 
inclusive — in this country, and for all or considerable portions of 
the entire period for foreign countries. It lays on the broadest prac- 
ticable scale the foundations for a scientific study of the subjects of 
which it treats so far as it is possible to bring the official data within 
the range of a statistical investigation. The first part, which is con- 
fined to general tables for this country, is all that can be expected of 
such a work, presenting its facts in the clearest manner for the general 
reader as well as for the special student. The volume that is to follow, 
covering a wider range of subjects of great value for comparative 
study, will undoubtedly be equally satisfactory. 

The report of 1889, which was prepared by the Department of Labor, 
proved one of the most widely interesting reports that was issued by 
that office under the Hon. Carroll D. Wright. This one, which has 
had the advice and cooperation of Mr. Wright, cannot fail of being 
regarded with still greater favor. Since both reports were originally 
proposed and largely secured by the League, we may well take satis- 
faction in this latest result of our eflForts in the direction of adequate 
statistics. These reports may now confidently be expected to be 
followed every twenty, or better, every ten years, with others along the 
same lines. 

Those who desire the Bulletin to which reference has been made 
can obtain it by writing to the Hon. S. N. D. North, director of the 
Census, Washington, D. C. The full report can also be had by in- 
vestigators and special students, and perhaps others. 

Two gentlemen have given us one hundred dollars to meet the 
expense of printing a summary of the entire report in a form con- 
venient for mailing to our friends and any interested. It is proposed 
to make this special issue a fuller summary in many details ihan the 
official Bulletin and to include many matters relating to this country 
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which that Bulletin does not note, as well as of the foreign material 
which is not considered at all in that. This document of oiu*s cannot 
be ready until well along in the spring, but all appUcations for it will 
be filed and answered as soon as possible. 

A FEW OF THE LEADING FACTS ALREADY 

BROUGHT OUT. 

Marriage statistics for the entire country are now given for the first 
time, but are still incomplete. It is siurprising that in the present wide 
lack of provision for the record of marriages trustworthy figures can be 
given on this point for the country as a whole. The marriage rate per 
thousand of population, the usual way of computing it, was 9.3 in the 
year 1900 for ttie entire country, having risen from 9.1 in 1890. As 
marriages fluctuate a good deal with financial conditions, these figures 
cannpt be taken as showing that gain in the ten years. 

The rate varies, too, with the section of country, it being the lowest 
in the North Atlantic states, including New England, New York, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, where it was 8.2 in the last 
ten years covered by the investigation. In this division, Pennsyl- 
vania is the lowest, having a rate of only 7.5, which may be partly due 
to less complete returns. In the NorUi Atlantic division, which in- 
cludes the twelve states of the middle West, the rate for the last two 
decades was 9.2 and 9.1. In the South Atlantic division the rates are 
8.6 and 9.7 for the two decades. In the South Central, extending from 
Kentucky to Texas, the ratios are high, rising to 10.4 and 11.1 for the 
two decades, Arkansas giving 12.1 and 13.2. 

It will be noticed that the marriage rate is lowest in the more 
advanced parts of the country and highest in the more recently settled 
sections and in the South. The registration reports of the states that 
give data on this point show very clearly that both the marriage and 
birth rates are lowest among the so-called native stock. Probably 
throughout the country the marriage and birth rates are the highest 
among the negroes and people of foreign birth. As a whole the 
marriage rate in the United States is said in the report to be higher 
than in any European country with one or two exceptions. The facts 
will be brought out in the part of the report that is to come later. 

THE GREAT INCREASE OF DIVORCE. 

As we have long suspected, the increase in divorce has continued to 
be very great and widely spread over the country. There were 9,937 
divorces in the United States proper in 1867, and 72,062 in 1906, or 
more than seven times as many as there were forty years ago. Forty 



years ago there were many people who said that the increase that had 
then been noticed was due to the Civil War, and that after a little 
time there would be no marked increase. Every one of the forty 
years shows an increase over the preceding year, and the movement in 
periods of five years is pretty uniform. In the first twenty years there 
were in all 328,716 divorces granted, and in the* last twenty years the 
number was 945,625. Taking the movement by decades, die Bulletin 
says : " An increase of 30 per cent in the population between the years 
1870 and 1880 was accompanied with an increase of 79 per cent in 
the number of divorces granted. In the next decade, 1880 to 1890, 
the population increased 25 per cent and the divorces 70 per cent, and 
in the following decade, 1890 to 1900, an increase of 21 per cent in 
population was accompanied with an increase of 66 per cent in the 
number of divorces. In the six years from 1900 to 1906, population, 
as estimated, increased 10.5 per cent and divorces 29.3 per cent. It 
thus appears that at the end of the forty-year period (fivorces were 
increasing about three times as fast as population, while in the first 
decade they increased only about two and two-thirds as fast." 

Connecticut and Utah are the only states that show a decrease for 
the entire last decade over the entire first decade of the forty years. It 
is to be noted that no less than nine states show some decrease in the 
year 1906 over the year 1905. Whether this improvement is to be 
kept up or is only temporary remains to be seen. It is clear, however, 
that the rate of increase has been retarded or stopped in a few of the 
states where most attention has been given to efiForts at reform in legis- 
lation and public sentiment. 

THE DIVORCE RATE. 

On the basis of population there were 29 divorces per 100,000 
population in 1870. The number was 38 in 1880; it became 53 in 
1890 and 73 in 1900, while it was 82 in 1905. The highest rate in 
1900 was in the state of Washington, which had 187 divorces to the 
100,000 of population. The next highest that year was in Montana, 
with 167, while Colorado came next with 158. Indiana followed with 
142. Then came Arkansas with 136, Oregon with 134, and Texas 
with 131. Delaware had the lowest divorce rate in the country, it 
being only 16 in 1900. Of course South Carolina had none. Some 
of the New England states have a high rate. Maine leads them with 
117; New Hampshire has 112; Rhode Island, 105; Vermont, 75; 
Massachusetts, only 47, and Connecticut, which was supposed 
a generation ago to share with Indiana the reputation of being the 
worst state in the country had only 50. It is supposed that the ratio 
of divorces to marriages for the entire country is now about 1 to 12. 
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DURATION OF MARRIAGE BEFORE DIVORCE. 

The report of 1889 brought out the surprising fact that thfiLft^rage 
length of time between marriage and divorce for the country wastiien 
9.17 years. In the last twenty years the average length has become 
9.9 years, a very considerable increase. A study of the statistics shows 
that a smaller percentage of people are seeking divorce in the first year 
or two of married life, while a great deal larger percentage seek it after 
being married for many years. For, while 7.8 per cent of all the 
divorced persons in the first twenty years had been married twenty-one 
years and over, those ot this class in the last twenty years had become 
10.1 per cent of the total number divorced. In the nine states of the 
North Atlantic division the number of this class in the last twenty years 
had become 12.7 per cent of the whole number. On first thought it 
may be considered a gain that those seeking divorce do not in so many 
cases have children to be involved in the affair and that a shorter 
period of life is saddened by domestic infelicity. But further reflec- 
tion will disclose a sad feature in that people who have lived twenty- 
one years and more together have so allowed themselves to grow apart 
that even at a late period in life they are willing to separate perma- 
nently. This shows a weakened sense of moral obligation and a 
decay of the finer feelings that bodes little good. 

DIVORCE AND REMARRIAGE. ' 

While there is little direct light on this point, yet what we have is of 
significance. The average time between the separation of the people 
who are divorced and the granting of the decree in the last twenty years 
was 3.2 years for the country and 4 years for the North Atlantic divi- 
sions. This shows that another marriage is by no means the im- 
mediate sequence, even if it is the aim of most divorces, and that 
probably large numbers of the divorced do not marry again. The 
r^stration reports of Connecticut show that for a number of years 
the divorced persons married in a year are only about forty per cent 
of the number divorced in the same year. The figures of Rhode 
Island are said to be still more significant in the same direction. 

INTEMPERANCE AND DIVORCE. 

The popular notion that intemperance is the cause of most divorces 
is not very well supported by the investigation. For it appeared in any 
way in only 2,0.4 per cent of the cases in the first twenty years and in 
19.5 per cent in ihe last twenty years. Its decrease is encouraging, 
though it may be slow. Curiously, 20.3 per cent of the divorces in 



Maine were granted in the last twenty years for intemperance. It was 
a direct cause in 20.8 per cent of the cases granted to the wife and an 
indirect cause in 11.7 per cent. In New Hampshire the divorces for 
intemperance as a direct cause were 12 per cent of the total and those 
for it as an indirect cause, 9.2 per cent. In Massachusetts only 12.4 
per cent were granted for intemperance. In Connecticut intemper- 
ance was a direct cause in 25.5 per cent of the cases granted to the wife 
and an indirect cause in 5 per cent. In Vermont, which does not allow 
divorce for intemperance, it appears as an indirect cause only, and in 
2.5 per cent of all the cases. 

The figures for the other causes of divorce will not be discussed here 
except to say that the technical causes are a poor guide to the real 
reasons for divorce. The cause alleged in a petition for divorce is 
generally the one the petitioner thinks can be most easily established 
and with the least disagreeable consequences. Desertion, cruelty, 
and non-support are increasing as causes, but they also probably serve 
to conceal divorce by mutual consent and for many trivial reasons, as 
well as trouble due to sexual matters. 

MIGRATION FOR EASY DIVORCE. 

Some of the data for drawing conclusions from a comparison of the 
place of marriage with that of divorce are not accessible until the 
appearance of the coming part of the report. It need only be said here 
that nearly four fifths of all the divorced are divorced in the same 
state in which their marriage took place on an average of ten years be- 
fore the divorce, and that a somewhat larger proportion of the popula- 
tion of the country was bom in another state thaJa the one in which 
they live. 

But the statistics for the last twenty years, when studied carefully, 
are extremely interesting for their correction of popular notions. Take 
the Dakotas for an example. So far from South Dakota being the 
worst state in the country for divorce, no less than twenty-one states or 
territories had a worse record in 1906 than South Dakota, and North 
Dakota stands a little better still. South Dakota had only 95 divorces 
per 100,000 population in 1906, and North Dakota 88, even Ohio, 
Iowa, Michigan, and three New England states, as well as many others, 
having a higher divorce rate. Probably the ratios to married couples 
will change this order of states a little. 

The explanation of this surprising result, which some of us expected, 
is worth giving. The old territorial law allowed divorce in the Dako- 
tas after ninety days' residence. This was continued under the state 
constitutions until, in 1899, North Dakota raised the term to one year, 
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and a little later South Dakota made it six months. Considerable 
numbers flocked to both states from outside. But the tables show 
that this iUieit business was largely confined to three or four counties in 
each state, while the rest of the state shows a nearly normal rate. 
Mr. J. L. Coulter showed this for North Dakota in the Journal of 
Sociology for November, 1906. Minnehaha County, in South Dakota, 
containing Sioux Falls, did the greater part of the business. It 
granted 1,124 divorces in the twenty years ending with 1906, which 
was 1 to 3.6 marriages in the same tune. One hundred and thirty- 
four of these were in the single year 1906, or 1 divorce that year to 
2.2 marriages. Lincoln County granted 64 in 1906, or 1 divorce to 1.6 
marriages, and the ratio was 1 to 4.1 for the twenty years. But no 
other counties in the state seem to show any extraordinary divorce rate. 
In other cases, such as Newport, R. I., Chicago, and some counties in 
Pennsylvania, the reputed magnitudes dwindle to small proportions. 
The raising of the term of residence in several states and in all the 
territories in the last twenty years has probably reduced migratory 
divorces to very small proportions. Gren. F. A. Walker once said 
that the disclosure of the single fact that 80 per cent of all the divorces 
in the country had been granted in the state where the parties had 
been married more than paid the cost of the report of 1889. For it 
had supplied the needed information that settled the question of a 
constitutional amendment on the subject. 

OTHER TOPICS. 

Only 15 per cent of the cases were contested and the Bulletin says 
that in many of these the contest was hardly more than a formality. 
Alimony was asked by the wife in 18 per cent of the cases, and granted 
in 12.7 per cent. The husband sought in it 2.8 per cent and obtained 
it in 2 per cent. There were no children in 60 per cent of the cases. 
Where there were any, the average number was 1.9 per family, a little 
lower than in the firat twenty years. It is probable that there were 
children in many of the cases not reported. From the meager returns 
as to occupations of the divorced, a little can be learned. In New 
Jersey, where the returns on the point are more full than elsewhere, 
among actors, showmen, etc., there is 1 divorce to every 6 persons 
engaged in those occupations. Among conunercial travelers, 1 to 
every 9; among musicians, physicians, bartenders, and telegraph and 
telephone operators it is 1 to 22, 23, or 24; among farmers, 
1 to 92. Among those in trade and transportation, it is 1 to 44, and 
in manufacturing and mechanical piu*suits it is 1 to 66. 

It is unfortunate that we have no means of determining the rates 
among the colored population of the South, — which very good opinion 
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there puts at 75 per cent of the whole, — or to get at the rates for differ- 
ent nationahties and religions, as is possible in some foreign countries. 
We should like to know, too, in how many cases reconciliations 
are effected or attempted by the judges. The effort at reconciliation, 
which is a voluntary matter with the courts in this country, is obliga- 
tory by law in some European countries and often effective in a con- 
siderable proportion of the cases, as very likely the next part of the 
report will show. But we leave this and most of liie matter we would 
like to present to our special issue after all the United States Census 
report is in our hands. 

MIGRATORY MARRIAGES. 

We have more than once alluded to the serious extent to which 
people go away from their own place of residence to be married, and 
especially to other states. New Jersey was formerly notorious for its 
Camden marriages. It then had no marriage license law, and many 
from Philadelphia and vicinity crossed over to Camden to be married 
without license. There were for two years an average of 4,785 
marriages each year in Camden county, or about sixty-eight per thou- 
sand of population, or six or seven times the normal proportion. In 
the next two years, after the enactment of a marriage license law, 
the marriages in that county averaged only 1,083, or little more 
than one fifth what they had been. Wisconsin is another state 
where the inmiigration for marriage has been restricted. It intro- 
duced a marriage license law in 1899 and required that the license 
issue at least five days before the marriage. Milwaukee marriages 
fell off nearly forty per cent and those for the state were about fifteen 
per cent less, while at the same time marriages in Michigan, to which 
the runaways and their kind then resorted, increased almost as much 
as the loss in Wisconsin less the increase in Chicago, where probably 
more stayed at home to be married. St. Joseph, Mich., now has an 
abnormsJly high marriage rate. So far the attempt of Michigan 
people to pass the Wisconsin law has not succeeded. 

Some of the leading citizens of Rhode Island have become much 
interested in the effort to check the influx of people from Massachusetts 
into that state for marriage, and probably this winter will see an 
earnest effort to secure the necessary legislation. 

These instances are given to show what Prof. George E. Howard 
calls a greater evil than migratory divorces, and how the way is often 
open for a remedy of the evils that grow out of the diverse laws of the 
states by the adoption of some simple provision. Probably renewed 
efforts will be made this winter to secure the enactment of the Uniform 

12 



Divorce Law proposed two years ago by the Divorce Congress and 
already adopted in New Jersey and Delaware. It is intended to 
follow this by a uniform marriage law if possible. A miiform law to 
prevent Fanaily Desertion and Non-Support is being prepared. 

A SIGNIFICANT MEETING. 

The use of all the seven sessions of the annual meeting of the 
American Sociological Society at Atlantic City, N. J., the last days of 
the year, for the discussion of the various aspects of the problem of the 
Family, either by itself or in joint meetings with the American Statis- 
tical Association, or the American Economic Society, is a sign of the 
times in our field. It is a recognition by learned societies, as well as 
by the great universities, of the importance in social science and 
public welfare of the Family. The papers, when published in full, 
in the American Journal of Sociology^ Chicago, 111., will be of great 
value in showing the currents of opinion on the subject. 

It is hoped that the paper of Dr. Prince A. Morrow, of New York, 
on the relation of sexual disease to the Family will be widely read. No 
other paper attracted so much serious attention. It presented its 
matter in a most admirable way and won the approval of all who heard 
it. The movement to meet this evil, to which we referred in our report 
for 1906, is making progress in a healthy way. 

A NEW STAGE IN THE DISCUSSION OF THE FAMILY. 

It is apparent to the close observer that this meeting at Atlantic City, 
and the way in which some are treating the facts brought out in the 
government report, indicate that we are soon to meet with most 
strenuous objection in some quarters to the belief which most thought- 
ful people who have cooperated with us hold to the eflFect that this 
enormous volume of divorce is an evil. There will soon come a 
period in which we must expect to hear much from a class who maintain 
that social evolution as it is now going on has produced this increase of 
divorce and that it is in the main a wholesome movement and to be 
encouraged. This came out at Atlantic City and has been cropping 
oiit in other places for years. But it is likely to become strong soon. 
And the universaUty, almost complete, probably, of the divorce move- 
ment throughout the world will be used as a reason for the belief. As 
a consequence we shall get little encouragement in our eflForts at reform 
from that class of people, either in legal or social ways. The position 
of the churches will be easily set aside and the desire of many will be to 
drift. 

18 



Now all parties must face this situation, and let us hope that it will 
be done intelligently and fairly. We must understand and appreciate 
each other. The extreme churchman must look at the position of 
scientific men squarely, and the scientific men need to understand 
and appreciate the position of Christian scholars who, with the fullest 
acceptance of the evolutionary theory of society, nevertheless behave 
in the power of human choice to produce great mutations in its 
development. For as we rise in the scale of being into those r^ons 
where human freedom comes into a large place, we must take into 
account its influence in changing the currents of what otherwise would 
be a drift as steady as that of a great river. We need to remember that 
nowhere else has the power of human choice done more to change the 
course of things than in regard to this institution of the Family. It 
was Woolsey, of Yale, who said that the words of Jesus regarding 
divorce had influenced society more than any others he ever uttered. 
That the institutions of marriage and divorce have been widely and 
profoundly molded by Christian thought is beyond question. And 
that they will continue to be follows as a matter of course. 

ACTION OF THE CHURCH. 

The Interdenominational Church Conmiittee on the subject has 
held one meeting during the year and conflrmed the action hitherto 
taken by that body. But it did little else of importance. The Feder- 
ated Council of Churches, at its Philadelphia meeting in December, 
adopted a series of resolutions recognizing the duty of the Church to 
guard and preserve the integrity and purity of the Family, urging its 
branches to enforce more consistently " the Scripture rule r^arding 
the remarriage of divorced persons," and also advocating joint action 
in all matters looking to the preservation of the Family and Christian 
home. 

All this is good so far as it goes. But to our mind, as our work all 
these years as a League shows, we need to do a great deal more, and the 
discussions at Atlantic City show the necessity of this. The Church 
and the scientific men need to find larger common standing ground. 
And let us not refuse to see that this is not to be sought in the dogmas 
of the Church or in mere traditional interpretations of Scripture as 
having the force of law. It is interesting to see the way in which Jesus 
himself, in the classic utterance on divorce in Mark 10 : 3-9, went 
back of tradition, back of Moses, to nature itself, and made every one 
of his four or five points concerning marriage turn on some fact of 
nature, saying at the end that what God has thus wrought into nature 
you are to find and preserve, not necessarily as the legislation of the 
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state, perhaps not as the rule of the Church, for Jesus was here as every- 
where pointing to principles and not laying down laws, but as a great 
guiding principle, to be realized in the Church and society as fast as 
they come to grasp his ideal and are able to lay hold of it in life. 

The League has always stood for the utmost catholicity in the 
doctrine of the Family, so that all who would see the domestic life of 
our people improved can work together; its Secretary hints here for 
the first time in his reports at a personal opinion on a point over which 
the Christian world has widelv differed. But this is done not to 
advaiice a theory, but to urge the great importance of seeing that we 
must all see the importance of recognizing that the divorce question 
cannot be made in these days to turn on the mere authority of ecclesi- 
astical bodies or on the quotation of texts of Scripture as the final word, 
but that we must go with the scientists to nature, where Jesus himself 
went, and carefully listen to what comes to us from her. Probably 
this is what the Church, at least a great part of it, means to do. But 
have we not so long cast our conclusions from our study of nature in 
the mold of dogma and traditional language and conceptions that we 
have lost something of the profounder significance of the words of 
Jesus when he points to nature and to that only for his real doctrine 
concerning marriage ? And shall we not find in a return to nature that 
broad ground where we can ask our companions in study, the scientists, 
to take their position with us ? Or, to put it in the other way, should 
we not see that they are not far from die true source of knowledge, 
though they may not yet have reached it fully ? 

One of the greatest difficulties with all the discussion of the divorce 
question has ever been the fact that there has been too little recognition 
of the importance and, indeed, the necessity of finding an adequate 
common ground for the scientific and practical people on the one side 
and the religious people who rest on authority on the other. The 
objection which scientific men in the name of sociology are raising to 
reform in respect to divorce may be a most opportune thing if it shall 
lead the advocates of reform to study the subject anew with the aim 
to find solid ground where all parties must stand and can stand 
intelligently. 

THE GREAT WORK OF THE CHURCH AND SOCIETY. 

This is educational and inspirational towards the highest ideals, an 
idea that has always had a large place in the work of the League. We 
may fulminate about divorce, and should say a great deal about it. 
But our chief dependence must be on education of the people in regard 
to the place and work of the Family in church and society, and this 
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must be supported by concrete work. More instructioii from the 
pulpit on the duties, the privfleges and the discipline in aU that makes 
character, which the Home aflFords, is greatly needed. The public 
school teacher complains that the Home is not doing its part in the 
work of education. The employer of labor complains that the work- 
man is not trained at home in honest woik and in steadiness of pur- 
pose. The political reformer finds that he is demanding an integrity 
that the Home does not supply in sufficient d^ree. Almost all along 
the entire line of social activity the complaint of the thoughtful is 
coming to the effect that there are too many weaknesses in our home 
life. 

Now the Church is the proper leader of reform in these directions. 
Great as are the industrial needs of working men and women, their 
need of that sort of sympathy and aid that will give them the spiritual 
qualities of the best home hte is greater still. While the Church is 
attending to the labor problem, as it is called, let it not forget the in- 
terests which Labor has in a home of the highest spiritual value. Nor 
let Capital forget that it has no more important interest than that which 
lies in the improvement of the home life of all our people* 

Attention is called to the report of the Treasurer on the next page. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary* 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts $1,877 90 

exfenditubes : 

Rent $50 00 

Postage 36 50 

TrayeliDg 81 65 

Stationery 50 

Telephone 4 00 

Printing 70 25 

Typewriter 55 

Express 40 

Almanac 35 244 20 

$1,633 70 
Salary of S. W. Dike $1,800.00 

Deficit for year ending December 31, 1908 $166 30 

Deficit for year ending December 31, 1907 139 12 

Deficit for year ending December 31, 1906 42 95 

Amount of debt, January 1, 1909 $348 37 



January 21, 1909. 

I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasurer, since January 
25, 1908, with the vouchers for the same, and find them onrrect. 

Eyebett O. Fisk, Auditor. 

CONTBIBimONB. 

Jan. .1. Mrs. Wallace H.Camp, Waterbiuy, Conn $50 00 

'^ 3. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York, N. Y 50 00 

16. " AVermontLady " 100 00 

16. Mrs. William E. Dodge, New York, N.Y 100 00 

20. President William E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Center, 5 00 

22. Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H 2 00 

24. John D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio 10 00 

24. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

25. Mrs. George Riidey, Andover 10 00 

28. E.H. Ellison, Newton 5 00 

31 . Professor Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5 00 

31. First ConffTttnitional Churcli, Newton Center 10 00 

31. " Friends/' Thompson, Conn 10 00 

Received in January $359 00 

Feb. 8. Alfred T.White, Brooklyn, N.Y $10 00 

10. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., LL.D., Trenton, N. J., 10 00 

10. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge 10 00 

10. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5 00 

11. Mrs. George H. dcH^iss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 
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Feb. 11. Hon. Moses Giddxngs, Bangor, Me $5 00 

11. Rev. Daniel ILTVibou,FhiGuielidiia,Penn 100 

12. Rev. W. S. &nith, Worcester 6 00 

12. President Edward M. Galiaudet, LL.D., Washington, 

D.C 10 00 

15. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D.,Andover 10 00 

16. Rev. W. P. Aloott, Bozford 2 00 

15. Rt. Rev. Chaunoey Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn 8 00 

15. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., IiL.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

15. St. Bartholemew*s Church, New York, N. Y 26 00 

17. First Baptist Church, Newton Center 20 00 

18. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Buriington, Vt 5 00 

18. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

19. State Street Conmsational Church, Portland, Me 10 00 

22. Rev. Charles F. I)ore, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

22. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

22. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

22. Dr. Luaen Howe, Buffalo, N.Y 5 00 

22. Professor Edward Y.Hincks,D.D.,Andover 5 00 

24. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

26. James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 00 

26. St. Agnes Chapel, Trinity Parish, New York, N. Y 10 00 

29. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston 25 00 

29. St. Stephen's Church, Philadelphia, Penn 10 00 

29. Hon. Edward W. Frost, Milwaukee, Wis 5 00 

Total received in February $291 00 

Mar. 4. Rev. Ernest J. Dennen, Lynn $5 00 

7. Rt Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield 5 00 

7. Mrs. Morris K. Jesup, New York, N. Y 10 00 

7. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

9. Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston 5 00 

9. WiUiam B. Taylor, Lynn 5 00 

10. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D.,Stockbridge 25 00 

11. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

12. " W. G.S.," Philadelphia, Penn 5 00 

16. C. E. Clift, Boston 5 00 

17. Appieton P. Williams, West Upton 2 50 

18. Professor Henry W.Famun,R.P.D., New Haven, Conn. . 25 00 
21. " AFriend," Redlands,Cai 3 00 

Total received in March $180 60 

Apr. 2. Christ Church, Hartford, Conn $10 00 

3. Miss Martha C. Biu-gess, Dedham 5 00 

10. Professor Walter F. Willcox, LL.D., Ithaca, N. Y 5 00 

11. Rt. Rev. W. H. Hare, D.D., Sioux City, S. D 5 00 

21. Broadway Tabernacle Chiu-ch, New York, N. Y 10 00 

24. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

24. George Burnham, Sr., Pluladelphia, Penn 25 00 

Total received in April $65 00 

May 20. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Penn $15 00 

20. Rt. Rev. W. N. McViciar, D.D., LL.D., Providence, R. I. 10 00 

Total received in May $25 00 

June 6. W. P. Blake, Boston $5 00 

17. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

18. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J 2 00 

30. Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Total received in June $27 00 
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ily 2. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Fhiladeiidiia, Penn $25 00 

4. N. H. Church Settlement Association 5 00 

20. Hon. Samud B. Capen, Boston 10 00 

22. Samuel V.Hoffman, New York, N.Y 25 00 

27. Mrs. Richard H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

30. F. B. Marsh, New York, N. Y 100 

Total received in July $71 00 

ug. 4. Amelia H. Armstrong, Berkeley, Cal $1 00 

26. " Connecticut " 6 00 

27. Rev. Claudius B. Spencer, D.D., Kansas City, Mo 5 00 

29. St. John's Parish, Stamford, Conn 14 40 

Total received in August $26 40 

jpt 17. Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D.C.. $5 00 

19. Hon. J. P. Bates, Boston 10 00 

19. Rev. Cornelius B. Patton, D.D., Boston 5 00 

Total received in September $20 00 

ct. 12. Herbert Wilder, Newton $10 00 

19. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 10 00 

20. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

20. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbiuy, LL.D., Waterbiuy, Conn ... 25 00 

22. C. V. S. Remington, Fall River 5 00 

22. James C. Borden, Fall River 5 00 

22 . Miss M . R . Hicks, Fall River 5 00 

24. Messrs. Ginn and Company, Boston 10 00 

Total received in October $80 00 

3V. 2. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Aubumdale $25 00 

5. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbiuy, Conn 10 00 

7. Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia ... 15 00 

10. Rev. Samuel C. Bushnell, Arlington 5 00 

12. Edward P. Dutton, New York, N.Y 5 00 

12. Mrs. Gihnan C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

13. St. John's Church, Pix)vidence, R. 1 20 00 

13. St. Stephen's Parish, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

13. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

16. W. P. Henzey, Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

21. Rev. HoraceDutton, Aubumdale 5 00 

21. Rev. W.C.Gordon, Ph.D., Aubumdale 5 00 

23. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Penn 25 00 

24. Arba N. Lincoln, Fall River 5 00 

25. Robert H. Grardiner, Boston 5 00 

28. Rathbone Grardner, Providence, R.I 5 00 

28. Rev. W.H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

28. Professor C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 2 00 

28. Professor Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5 00 

30. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

30. E. R.Brown, Dover, N.H 5 00 

30. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

30. Trinity Church, Boston 15 00 

Total received in November $222 00 

3c. 2. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn $50 00 

2. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York, N.Y... 30 00 

2. Arthur C. Farley, Aubumdale 5 00 

3. First Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 
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Dec. 3. President William North Bice, LLD., Middktowii, -^'4' 

Conn t5 00 

3. WoioottH. Johnson, Boston 80 00 

4. Robert Treat Paine, Boston 5 00 

4. Frofeasw Lewis B. Paton, D.D., Hartford, Conn 10 00 

4. Hon. John E. Parsons, New York, N.Y 80 OH ^t^.} 

8. Rev. James W. Bizler, D.D., New London, Conn 10 00 .%' - 

10. Rev. E. £. Strong, DJ>., Aubumdale S 00 

14. Miss Grace H.lS)dge, New York 100 OH . tr/ 

14. Miss M. Josei^iine Allen, Boston '00 

14. Arthur S. Jcdmson, Boston 10 

15. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn. 

15. Church of the Ascension, New York 80 

15. " Friends," Thompson, Conn 8 

19. President Geoisre Harris, D.D.,LLJ>., Amherst 

19. R. S. Douglas, Brookline 

21. Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston 80 

21. Rt. Rev. Frederick Bumss,D.D., Garden aty,L. 1 00 

22. W.W.Lodcwood, New York 00 

23. W. B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

23. " Friends," Brookline 80 00 

25. Rev. W.H. van Allen, S.T.D., Boston 00 

27. Professw Theodore S.Woolsey,LLJ)^ New Haven, Conn. 10 00 

31. " W. G. S.,* Philadelphia. Pcnn « " 

81. President William jT. Tucker, DJ>., LLJ>., Hanover, 

N.H 10 

81. Samuel W. Dike, Aubumdale 100 

81. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

81. St Stephen's Churdi, Philadelphia, Penn 10 00 

Total received in December — 
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1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-9 are the only 
ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a " Review of Twenty- 
Five Years," giving a summary of the movement regarding the family and 
our work for that period, and will be freely sent to all who ask for it. 

2. The paper of the Corresponding Secretary read before the Congress of 
Arts and Science in St. Louis on the " Problem of the Family," and a report 
of twenty pages of a Committee on the Family, with Prof. A. R. Merriam, 
chairman, made to the National Council of Congregational Churches in 
October, 1907, has been reprinted from the minutes of the Council and will 
also be sent to those who desire it. 

3. The Report of tlie Census Office on Marriage and Divorce in the 
United States and some twenty foreign countries, in two volumes, can be had 
on application to the Director of the Census, Washington, D. C. 

4. A summary of the Report, of twenty pages, has been prepared by the 
I..eague and will be sent to all who may write the Secretary for it, enclosing a 
jx>stage stamp. An address by the Secretary on " Some Fundamentals of 
the Divorce Question " may also be had on application. 

5. The attention of all is invited to tlie report of the Treasurer and the 
great need it shows of immediate and generous aid for our work. 

Every friend of the home is invited to give us a modest place, at least, in 
liis annual charities. The work of all benevolent societies is aided by every- 
thing that is done for the home. The ^ague needs an immediate endowment. 
A form of bequest may be found on the third page of the cover. 

6. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, both 
ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, to be renewed 
at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such members are members in full for the 
time. 

7. The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott II. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey & Co., 
Boston, Mass., will gladly acknowledge all contributions. All other corre- 
spondence should be addressed to Rev. Samuel W. Dike, LT^.D., Auburn- 
dale, Mass., to whom contributions may also be sent. 



Minutes. 



Boston, Mass., January 26, 1910. 

The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of the 
Family was held at the Diocesan House, No. 1 Joy Street, Boston, on Wednes- 
day, January 26, 1910, at 5 p.m. 

The meeting was called to order by the President, Hon. Seth Low. Prayer 
was offered by Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D. Dr. C. H. Spalding was chosen 
Secretary pro tempore. The records of the last annual meeting were read 
by George P. Dike, Esq. President Huntington reported briefly for the 
Finance Committee. The report of the Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, 
was read and adopted after it should be audited by Mr. Herrick. The Cor- 
responding Secretary, llev. S. W. Dike, LL.D., read selections of his report. 

President Low spoke of a conference over which he presided a few days 
since in Washington, in which resolutions from delegates of forty-four states 
were unanimously adopted in favor of uniform legislation. 

Voted: To accept the report and to refer its publication to the discretion 
of the Corresponding Secretary. 

Voted: To elect the officers of the previous year. 

Voted: To adjourn. 

C. H. SPALDING, 

Secretary pro tempore 



.Jk 



Report of the Corresponding Secretary. 



The issue of the remaining part of the United States Marriage and Divorce 
Report came in the autumn. This part gives summaries and analyses of 
the statistics for this country, the full statistics for foreign countries so far as 
they can be had, and the marriage and divorce laws of this country and 
Europe. The completed report puts the world in possession of official material 
for the widest study of the subjects of marriage and divorce. It is said that 
on no other subject, unless it be education, has our government collected 
material so fully and so widely. 

OTHER PUBLICATIONS OF THE YEAR. 

The League has issued this year two pamphlets. One is a summary, in 
some twenty pages, of the leading facts of the United States Report, for general 
distribution, and for the convenience of those who wish the chief facts without 
the labor of consulting the large but admirably arranged volumes of that 
report. We have issued a large edition of this summary, as it will be useful 
for many years, and copies will be mailed to all who ask for it. The other 
issue is a discussion, by the Secretary of the League, of " Some Fundamentals 
of the Divorce Question." 

The papers, all on the Family, read at the meeting of the American 
Sociological Society at Atlantic City in December, 1908, have been issued in 
the proceedings of that society for that year, filling the entire volume, and 
also in the American Journal of Sociology/ for May, 1909. 

The Secretary of the League read a paper before the Social Science Section 
of the American Association for the Advancement of Science, at its meeting 
in Boston in December, on " The Present Status of the Divorce Question in 
the United States," treating it, of course, from the scientific point of view. 
The chief matter of the paper appears in this report. Another part of this 
report is taken up with a study of the chief peculiarities of European divorce 
law, something which has not before been presented anywhere in any degree 
of completeness, but which is of great value in the comparative study of divorce 
legislation. 

OUR FINANCIAL CONDITION. 

This is a matter needing serious attention. During the last four years a 
debt of $559.26 has accumulated, due largely to deaths among our larger 
contributors and the hard times for the collection of monev for charitable 
objects like ours. We have incurred unusual expense for printing the past 
year, because three friends made special contributions for the issue of our 
special papers, and because it seemed important that this be done. 
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THE NEED OF AN ENDOWMENT. 

Attention is again called to the need of an endowment for the League, such 
as shall insure a certain sum for the more fundamental expenses, and for 
special investigations as they may be needed. While the League is the only 
society at work on the problem of the Family as a whole, there are several 
others that care for specific interests of it. These are societies to protect 
children from excessive labor, from cruelty, from desertion, and to protect 
women and children from the subtle but most dangerous effects of sexual 
vice. Then we have societies for Fathers and Mothers, for Home Study, and 
so on. 

It has sometimes seemed as if some, if not all, of these might be merged in 
some one society, covering in its work all subjects that immediately concern 
the Home, for which a generous endowment might be hoped. Certainly, noth- 
ing in the entire range of philanthropy more deeply concerns the American 
people. Your Corresponding Secretary is reaching the age when his work must 
soon be put into other hands. He would like, above all things, to see the 
League endowed and put on a basis of broad and permanent usefulness. For 
as long as human society exists, the Family will need constant attention, and 
everything now points to the years immediately before us as extremely critical 
for its interests. 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

Only the more important or unusual features of the legislation of the year 
are noted. Arizona requires in all cases of death the return of the conjugal 
condition of the deceased, including the divorced. Indiana and Iowa follow 
the growing custom of prohibiting marriage between first cousins. Illinois 
forbids common law marriages. Rhode Island now requires that the marriage 
license in all cases where the woman is not a resident of the state be issued 
five days before the marriage. This is intended to prevent the numerous visits 
to that state merely for the purpose of marriage. Maine requires the record 
of intention of marriage five days before the marriage by all its own citizens, 
but strangely allows non-residents to have a certificate immediately. New 
Hampshire repealed its five days provision for non-residents a few years ago 
and is now taking the business that Rhode Island has given up. Maine now 
requires that its residents marrying out of the state shall have their mairiages 
recorded in the j>lace of residence within seven days after the marriage. 

Rhode Island has the unique regulation for this country, but one closely 
paralleled in some European countries, — that in all cases of a second marriage 
the party or parties shall present a certificate from the town clerk of the death 
of the former spouse or in case of a divorce, from the clerk of the court. 
Besides other effects of this provision, it will make bigamies difficult, for 
which tlie facilities in this country have been far too great. 

Montana forbids the intermarriage of whites with negroes, Chinese, and 
Japanese, and South Dakota, " with persons of the African race." Washing- 
ton, among other new provisions, forbids marriage to those in the advanced 
stages of tuberculosis and tliose afflicted with venereal disease. The law 



now requires that at least one physician shall certify in the case of the mar- 
riage of every male that he is not afflicted with the latter disease. This pro- 
vision, though seeking a very desirable end, may be found ineffective. Utah 
now makes the decree for divorce interlocutory for six months or more, and 
Wyoming forbids the remarriage of the divorced for one year after the decree 
is granted, making nineteen states that have put some restriction on the re- 
marriage of the divorced in the last twenty-two years. Wisconsin has enacted 
the Uniform Divorce Law. The draft of a Uniform Marriage Law will be 
submitted to the body having the matter in charge the coming summer. 

The varying legislation of Maine and the other states noted above suggests 
the wisdom of taking into account before its enactment the effect of any 
proposed law on neighboring states. Part I of the recent United States 
Report makes comparative study of Marriage and Divorce legislation easy. 
The drift towards uniformity in this class of legislation is now pretty strong and 
the proposed uniform law of divorce should increase it. The gains in legisla- 
tion in the last twenty years will be noted on another page. 

THE PRESENT STATUS OF THE DIVORCE QUESTION IN 

THE UNITED STATES. 

This account relates to the scientific and not the practical condition of the 
Divorce Question, and is confined to the results of the last twenty-year period 
covered by the United States Report. But the practical treatment of the 
subject has so largely resulted from the scientific that its results may 
also be seen from the present account. For many details the reader is referred 
to the Grovernment Report or to our summary of its chief points. 

The basis of the scientific status of the divorce question is found in the two 
reports of the United States government, that of 1889 and that of 1909 in- 
corporating most of the material of the earlier report. Howard's " History of 
Matrimonial Institutions," in three volumes, published by the University 
Press of Chicago in 1904, has brought us, for the first time, a complete 
account of the legislation of colonial times, and an extended chapter in his 
"Essays in History and Jurisprudence," by Mr. Bryce, has put into con- 
venient form the story of divorce in Roman and English law. These great 
works, with the papers of the American Sociological Society, are the chief 
sources of scientific data on the subject in literature. But we give only those 
points brought out in the Government Report. 

CONTRIBUTIONS REGARDING THE FACTS. 

The positive contributions made in recent years in the scientific field are 
of much value. Several things have been established beyond doubt, and others 
miade highly probable. The Government Report has clearly shown that there 
is, with few exceptions, an increase of divorce throughout the civilized world, 
far exceeding the increase in population. Our divorce question in this country 
thus has become simply a part of a vast world movement, but much greater in 
volimie here than in Europe. Some things are now clearly seen. Among these 
are the rate and size of the movement and its comparative distribution among 



different nations and by legal causes. We also know the length of married 
life before divorce and the time that elapses between separation and divorce. 
In Europe, we have some light on the result of the efforts that are there widely 
required to effect a reconciliation of the parties before proceeding with the trial 
of the divorce case. 

Very important is the light thrown on the extent of migration in this country 
of parties from one state to another for easier divorce. We now have a little 
statistical information regarding the distribution of divorces in this country 
among the various occupations, and in Europe on the race and religious affilia- 
tions of the divorced. We also have a little on the proportion of the divorced 
who remarr}'. 

We now have much information about the percentage of cases contested, 
the percentage granted, the number of children involved, and something on 
the relation between divorce and intemperance and insanity. A good deal of 
light has been thrown on the effect of restrictive legislation on the niunber 
of divorces granted. 

LEGAL CONDITIONS AND MOVEMENT. 

Another most important contribution to our knowledge is in the field of 
law. The Government Report has given us in compact form a summaiy of 
the marriage and divorce laws of all our states in a way that is both authori- 
tative and easily available for comparative and other study. From the earlier 
report of 1889 it can be easily seen what changes occinred in the former twenty 
years, and from the last one can compare, though less readily, the changes of 
the twenty years since the first report was made. 

The trend of law can be seen. Nearly two himdred amendments, great 
and small, have been made in the marriage laws of the United States in the 
last twenty years. While many of these changes in law are very slight, others 
cover the introduction of a system of marriage license for the first time in 
eleven states, thus completing, with the exception of South Carolina, — a state 
which, as is well known, does not have any law touching marriage or divorce, 
— the adoption of some system of marriage license for every state and territory 
in the union. More than one hundred amendments have been made to the 
divorce laws of the country, nearly all of these also being for the better. 
Though most of these are slight, yet some of them are important, for the 
term of residence before divorce can be granted has been increased in thirteen 
states; seventeen states have made restrictions on the remarriage of divorced 
persons, and in the District of Columbia and in North Carolina the legal 
causes for which divorce can be granted have been reduced^to one. 

THE PROBLEM OF UNIFORMITY IN LAW. 

The report of 1889 put a new face on the problem of a Uniform Divorce Law 
by its comparison of the place of marriage with that of divorce, and its dw- 
covery of the length of married life before divorce, and the Report for 190fe 
confirmed the conclusions of the earlier report. For it was shown that mi- 
gration for easy divorce is confined within very small limits, both as to num- 
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bers granted and the places where such divorces are obtained. This showed 
that the problem of uniformity, though of importance, is really but a small 
part of the settlement of the divorce question, and that an amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, aside from the practical difficulty of getting it 
adopted, would be of little value in reducing the number of divorces, however 
much it might accomplish in other ways. This disclosure of the first report 
revived the dormant effort at uniformity through state cooperation. Later, 
a congress of representatives of some forty states drew with great care such 
a imiform divorce bill as seemed practicable, which, within the short time 
it has been before the legislatures, has been enacted in three states. While it 
may not lessen much the number of divorces, it will remove some of the abuses 
of our present chaotic system. A Uniform Marriage Law is now in prepara- 
tion. The report throws light, too, on the problem of uniformity from its 
working in Germany, Hungary, and Switzerland. 

THE EFFECT OF LEGAL REFORMS. 

The last report seems to make it fairly clear that legal restrictions, though 
reducing other evils, have less effect in lessening the number of divorces 
than many hoped. In some instances such restrictions seem to reduce the 
divorce rate for three or four years and then divorces apparently return to 
nearly or quite their old rate of increase. Nearly the most important thing 
which the investigation makes clear is that the divorce movement is every- 
where a profoundly social movement that is back of law, back of religious 
and of educational treatment, and lying in the great social trend of the times, 
and, as will be indicated later, of the centuries. 

HISTORICAL AND ECCLESIASTICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 

This leads us to say that Professor Howard's work gave us, for the first time, 
a survey of the history of marriage and divorce in this country from the 
earliest colonial times, and also showed its connection with the history of it 
in England. Mr. Bryce, in an elaborate chapter in his " Essays in History 
and Jurisprudence," has traced divorce in both Roman and English law, 
though much of the ground had been gone over before. Divorce has always 
been a burning question in ecclesiastical circles, and the literature of the 
subject is little less than enormous. Its amount, however, far exceeds its 
scientific value in the light of modern methods of study. The Roman Catholic 
Church, of course, adheres to its doctrine of the indissolubility of marriage, 
and enforces it in practice. Consequently, that great body is largely untouched 
by the modem study of the subject. The Lutheran and other Protestant 
churches have changed very little in their fundamental positions. They have 
shown much concern over the increase of divorce. But their efforts to meet 
the evil'have been confined very closely to official warnings and to exhorting 
their clergy to preach against it and to refuse to celebrate the marriage of 
divorced persons in certain cases. Something has been accomplished, but 
one is disposed to think that, for a really vigorous grapple with the subject, 
science and the higher educational institutions have, on the whole, far out- 
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stripped the Church, especially in positive gains in contribution, either to our 
knowledge of the subject or in practical measures for betterment. 

But in the field of Bible study the Church has done more, lihe old rdiance 
on the discussion of the meaning of Bible texts by chief use of grammar and 
lexicon, with some aid from the facts that an old-fashioned archeology could 
give, is yielding to broader methods. Such books as Shailer Matthews' 
" Social Teachings of Jesus " and F. G. Peabody's " Jesus and the Social 
Question " may be cited as examples of fruitfulness imder the newer methods. 
Some are beginning to see that it may be fairly questioned whether Jesus 
intended that his words on divorce should be taken as actual legislation, even 
for his Church, or only as a disclosure of the underlying principles, or perhaps 
of the ideals, towards which it should approach as fast as they can be realized 
in human society. 

THE FAlVilLY AS THE REAL PROBLEM. 

Reference has already been made to the conclusion that has been reached, 
through study of the statistics and of the subject in general, that the fimda- 
mental causes of the increase of divorce are more than legal, more than edu- 
cational or economical or religious; that, in short, the movement is a social one 
in the largest use of the term. This conclusion is made all the clearer from 
the general recognition now, at least among scholars, that the divorce question 
is an inseparable part of the problem of the Family, and that, therefore, its 
solution, so far as a social problem may ever be said to have a solution, is 
dependent on the treatment accorded to the larger and inclusive problem of 
the Family. Strange as it may seem, this has been but dimly seen in all the 
discussions of the centuries until within thirty years. To-day, it has become 
the commonplace of the universities and the American Sociological Society, 
as seen in its published papers of the last year. And the Family is now recog- 
nized as the primary social group, the elementary human association, if we do 
not any longer call it the imit of society. This, perhaps, is the most important 
scientific gain of the last generation in social science on the subject before us. 
And the fruits of this recognition are already seen in the increase of attention 
given to the Family in its relation to religion and education, and to political, 
industrial, and philanthropic problems. 

So much for the present status of the divorce question from the scientific 
point of view, as brought about through recent achievement. 

SCIENTIFIC PROBLEMS BEFORE US: INVESTIGATION. 

Investigation will go on as a matter of course. But the investigation of 
divorce through the use of oflficial statistics has nearly reached its limits until 
the sources are increased by provision for the record of more data. Something 
in this direction seems practicable, and a more uniform system of presenting 
the data we now have may be devised. Perhaps investigation by use of private 
means can be made to some extent, possibly through the Carnegie and Sage 
fimds, or from similar endowments. So far as we can, we should get at the 
real reasons for divorces that lie back of those technically reported from the 
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courts. How far is it true that the ideals of a nobler life lead to divorce ? 
How far is divorce made the means of attaining nobler social ambitions ? On 
the other hand, how far do motives of the baser sort enter into our divorce 
cases ? How far does lust, on the one hand, or resentment of the proper rela- 
tions of sex on the other, enter into the causes that produce divorce ? How 
far do the subtle workings of venereal disease enter into divorce ? Prof. Grcorge 
£. Howard, a careful and learned writer on the Family, has lately said that 
** venereal diseases are five times as numerous as tubercular diseases." It is 
the opinion of a gentleman who has made careful and wide inquiry on the 
point, that diseases of this kind are a powerful factor in both divorce and the 
decline of the American birth-rate. How far are these opinions correct? 
How far does divorce come from an untrained, selfish egoism that knows noth- 
ing of the joy of character achieved through self-denial and the transformation 
of the hard conditions of life into opportunities for the nobler conquests of 
character ? How far does the welfare of society as a motive mold the seekers 
for the relief obtained in divorce ? These questions and others need answers 
based on more certain data, if possible, than the crude guesses we now must 
make. Something at least can be done towards their answer by carefully 
planned inquiries. 

That the improvement of law is a work demanding continued attention 
needs no proof. The Government Report makes the comparative and ana- 
lytical study of the legal problem easy. The world is evidently moving, though 
slowly, towards a more scientific and uniform system of family law. Our 
people need to get in line with the mevement. 

Other points are quite as important. The relation of divorce and kindred 
evils of family life to crime needs to be seen. Carroll D. Wright used to say 
that, so far as crime and criminal conditions are concerned, licentiousness is 
the most potent factor in the whole list of the causes of crime. One has 
only to recall a list of homicides to see that divorce or licentiousness is a 
leading factor in the causes of many of them. The influence of divorce 
on the interests of property and in producing poverty and pauperism, and on 
the character of children, must be very marked. The 75,000 divorces now 
probably occurring annually in the United States must be a serious pecuniary 
burden on society through their direct and indirect effects. Our men of 
wealth and business have not yet given due attention to the mere pecuniary 
value of a wholesome family life. Here is almost a virgin field for the student. 

EDUCATION AND THE HOME. 

Then the educational place and work of the Home needs attention. Edu- 
cators will probably agree that, all things considered, the weakest spot in our 
educational system at present is the Home. More than anything else the 
Home is probably responsible for the ineflficiency and disregard of order that 
most trouble the schoolroom, make a neighborhood nuisance of many other- 
wise fairly good boys, and for the boys and girls who worry the life of the 
devoted Sunday-school teacher. It is probably to the Home that the respon- 
sibility for much of the indifference of the college boy to the higher educational 
ideals, of which the complaint now seems to be general, must be charged. 
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Hardly anywhere else in all the world does the Family need more special atten- 
tion tlian here in these United States. And the neglect of the churches to de- 
velop tlie religious resources of tlie Home, as well as its multiplying societies 
for taking over the natural Tvork of the Home, have a relation to the increase 
of divorces that needs study. 

FURTHER HISTORICAL STUDY NEEDED. 

The historical forces that have led up to the present situation still need 
consideration. The early Christian treatment of divorce, chastity, and the 
other relations of Family life by themselves, as separate concerns with little 
thought of their being parts of one problem of the Family itself, and the forma- 
tion of the canon law of divorce along the individualistic an^ socially disin- 
tegrating lines of the later Roman law, when status had largely given place 
to contract, and the Family to the Individual, should be carefully and fully 
studied. So, too, should we see the influence of the great social individualizing 
forces that went along with the Protestant Reformation and contributed with 
it to the creation of the social soil of modern times in which divorce naturallv 
thrives. I name such as the invention of printing, the discovery of America, 
the invention of gunpowder, and the beginnings of modern science, all of which 
contributed to the individualizing process that encourages divorce. 

Then in the latter part of the eighteenth century a fresh impulse to the 
movement is marked by such names as Rousseau, Jefferson, Arkwright, 
Adam Smith, and Joseph Priestley, and the great events of the American and 
French revolutions. And still again in this country in the early half of the 
nineteenth century we have the rise of the temperance reform, the period of 
great revivals of religion, the anti-slavery discussion, the beginnings of the 
agitation for the rights of women, the use of steam railways, and the tele- 
graph, the beginnings of the daily newspaper, the development of the factor}' 
system and of foreign immigration. These tended to single out the individual 
from the groups to which he had belonged and treat him from the egoistic 
basis, magnifying his rights instead of his duties, and solving his difficulties 
from that point of view. Since the Civil War there has been a strong tendency 
towards combination in the larger social groups at the expense of the smaller. 
Communal group action has taken the place of action in domestic groups. 
The Home has been turning over its former work to the shop, the school, and 
the Church. At least the development of the resources of the Home has not 
gone on with the corres]3onding care that has been given to the development of 
communal forms of activity. This, on the whole, has been good for society, 
but not productive of so much good as would have come of a proportionate 
attention to the Home. And all this has favored the disintegration of the 
Familv by divorce. In other words, the increase of divorce is due funda- 
mentally to the deeper movement of modern civilization. 

THE INFLUENCE OF EVOLUTIONARY THEORIES. 

Just at this point we are met with the assertion that divorce is the healthful 
incident of an inevitable evolution and that, therefore, we can and ought to 
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do very little to check the movement. And this position is taken in the name 
of social science. This paper can close only in leaving us confronted with the 
issue thus raised with some pertinent questions for the student to consider. 
How far is the dictum of one of the great students of human society of the 
last generation applicable here, which maintains that modem civilization is 
little more than the combination and recombination of the old Aryan civiliza- 
tion in new forms ? Is this growing disintegration of the Family to go on, or 
has it nearly reached its limit ? Are we making enough of the fact that the 
breaking down of the domestic organization and of the more elemental com- 
munal forms of social order is much like the breaking down of cell and tissue 
in the human body ? With all our confidence in the principles of evolution as 
applied to the explanation of the facts of human society, are we quite sure that 
we have got our feet fully and fairly on the ground where we profess to stand ? 
Are we yet making sufficient allowance for the fact that as we rise in the scale 
of being, the power of the will to shape life increases ? Do we yet make enough 
of the power of man to master his circumstances in many directions ? Are we 
yet making what we should of the increasing ability of what the biologists 
are now calling mutations in the life of plants and animals when we come to 
human life and human society? How far is the idea of the attainment of 
character through a courageous acceptance of hard conditions losing or gain- 
ing ground with the mass of common people ? 

The present status of the divorce question is pointing to the immediate 
urgency df the best scientific study of such topics as these, which are wide as 
human society itself. Religious tradition, ecclesiastical authority, will, by 
themselves, count for very little. In short, the whole problem of divorce and 
the Family has become a scientific one of the most complicated nature as 
well as of the highest practical importance, reaching in every direction for its 
facts, its causes, and its remedies. 

Psychological and philosophical discussions are now going on. But at 
present they have not got far enough beyond the region of speculative philoso- 
phy as to have the scientific value which is desirable. 

SOME PECULLVRITIES OF FOREIGN DIVORCE LAWS. 

European ^Iarriage Laws. 

WTiile this section is devoted to the peculiarities of foreign divorce laws, a 
little may be said first regarding some features of foreign marriage laws that 
are unlike those of our own countr}'. The most fundamental characteristic of 
continental marriage law is the strong tendency in all recent legislation on the 
subject to establish civil marriage as obligator}^ but leaving the parties free 
to have a religious ceremony following the civil contract, but in no case to 
precede it. England practically allows either form of marriage. In Austria 
the civil marriage is required when both parties belong to no legally recognized 
religious confession. In other cases the religious rite is required, only the 
parties may resort to the civil authorities in case the ecclesiastial powers 
refuse without legal reason to perform the ceremony. In some of the less 
progressive countries — Bulgaria, Finland, Croatia, Slavonia, and Servia 
— the religious ceremony alone is recognized. 
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The age up to which parental consent is required is generally higher in 
Europe and much more rigidly enforced than in this country. In the Nether- 
lands it is put at thirty years for both sexes. In France, it has recently been 
reduced to twenty-one years, while in Switzerland it is twenty, and in Norway 
only eighteen. But more striking than the higher age limit is the universal 
requisition for the publication of banns from the church, or an equivalent 
public announcement for a period of two or three weeks before the marriage 
can take place. Then in Europe the marriage must take place in the city, 
town, or parish, as the case may be, where the parties actually reside, with 
carefully guarded exceptions. And the marriage must be recorded in the 
town or other place of residence. Running from place to place or from state 
to state to be married is generally, if not everywhere, impossible in Europe. 
Restrictions on the remarriage of persons after the dissolution of a former 
marriage for any cause are common. A period of from six months to a year 
is generally required to elapse before another marriage can take place. Li 
many countries the dissolution of all marriages must be entered on tlie margin 
of the original record of the marriage. In Austria at least the burden of proof 
of the dissolution of a former marriage rests on the applicant for a new mar- 
riage license. In these ways most foreign countries keep a strong hold on the 
marriage of their people and guard against irregularities that are painfully 
common under our more lax systems. 

Foreign Divorce Laws. 

But it is with foreign divorce laws that we especially deal at this time. For 
their peculiarities are perhaps less understood among us than the features of 
European marriage laws. While in some countries jurisdiction over divorce 
suits still is within the control of the Church, or, as in Denmark, Norway, and 
Sweden, divided between royalty, the courts, and other civil authority, it is 
generally given to a few courts, whose judges are usually trained especially 
for judicial duties and are not mere lawyers. In England and Wales there is 
only one divorce court, and generally in Europe the courts are far fewer in 
number than in this country, where nearly three thousand courts of various 
grades have jurisdiction over divorce suits. In some coimtries the civil law 
respects the doctrines of divorce held by the different religious bodies, divorces 
being allowed to Protestants, Jews, and others on grounds forbidden to their 
Catholic populations. 

Legal Grounds for Divorce. 

The technical groimds for divorce, though in general much the same as in 
the United States, present some variations and restrictions that are not usual 
in this country. Desertion seems to play a far less important part in the di- 
vorces of Europe than in those of the United States. In England, it is a ground 
only when accompanied with adultery, and is allowed as a sufBcient cause 
alone in applications for limited divorce. In Grermany, notice must be served 
on the deserting party calling for return to conjugal duty and a year must then 
elapse before the case can be taken up for decision. In Hungary, abandonment 
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is now a l^al cause for divorce only after certain provisions for notice and 
for the return of the deserting party have been complied with. In Switzer- 
land, wilful absence for two years is a ground for divorce if the absentee has 
failed for six months to obey a judicial summons to return. 

Divorce for cruelty and crime does not differ very much in Eiurope from the 
practice in the United States. Still, such specifications as dishonorable treat- 
ment, threats on life, mental indignities, are found under the head of cruelty. 
Among the specifications of crime we find imprisonment for life, a sentence that 
brings loss of civil rights, sentence for a capital offense, or, in Russia, to banish- 
ment. Drunkenness nowhere appears as a specified cause for divorce except 
in Scotland (where it permits separation only), in some of the Australian 
colonies, in Bulgaria when it causes squandering of property, and in Sweden. 
But in Prance, and possibly elsewhere, violence is construed to include habitual 
drunkenness. Drunkenness is given as the cause of the divorce in 15 per 
cent of the cases in Bulgaria in 1887-1896, and in about 10 per cent in 
the years since. In Sweden, the cases for drunkenness are classified with 
those under dissipation and violent and troublesome temper. For all these 
causes together there were 27 per cent in 1887-1896, and nearly 33 per cent 
in 1897-1905. Insanity seems to be a legal ground for divorce in less than a 
third of European countries whose laws are given in the Government Re- 
port of this year. 

Mutual Consent. 

Mutual consent and aversion, however frequently they may be the real 
causes for divorce in this country, are never put on the statute books of our 
states as technically legal grounds. But eight European countries and also 
Japan provide for divorce for mutual consent or aversion. France, however, 
since 1884 forbids divorce on mutual consent except among the Mohammedans 
of Algeria, where it is allowed to them only. Grermany now does not permit it. 
But usually careful restrictions are made on divorces for these two causes. In 
Denmark, divorce by mutual consent can be granted only after three years' 
separation. In Italy, which has separation only, it can be allowed only after 
attempts at reconciliation. In the Netherlands and in Norway separations 
only are allowed by mutual consent. In the former, separation is convertible 
into divorce after five years. And in Switzerland it is allowed only when it is 
made to appear that further living together is incompatible with the true intent 
of marriage. In Austria, separation is permitted on mutual consent, and 
absolute divorce may be had for unconquerable aversion not necessarily mu- 
tual. Mutual consent was the cause of 71 per cent of the separations. Aver- 
sion was the cause reported in Austria in about 6 per cent of the cases in 
1887-1896, and in Vienna in 40 per cent. But in the next ten years it appears 
in 6.7 per cent of the cases in Austria, while in Vienna in only 9.2 per cent. 
The latter figure is probably more nearly the normal one, the former being 
perhaps due to some peculiar method of classification. In Switzerland, 
various causes giving rise to ** strained relations " cover 26 per cent of the 
divorces for a considerable period. 
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Exceptional Causes. 

There are a few exceptional causes in Europe. In Hungary, for example, 
the judge may grant divorce for such reason as he may think renders the con- 
tinuance of cohabitation unendurable. This was the old '* omnibus cause " 
of Connecticut and a few other states, but it is noiy generally discarded in the 
United States. In Servia, apostasy from the Christian religion is a legal 
ground for divorce. Asiatic countries have their pecuhar causes for divorce. 
In Formosa, disobedience of the wife, barrenness, lewd conduct, jealousy, 
leprosy, or incurable disease, loquacity, larceny, and poverty, most of them 
causes laid down by Confucius, are grounds for divorce. The divorce law 
of Japan of 1898, bringing marriage and divorce for the first time in that 
country under the control of public law, has some pecuhar provisions for 
divorce growing out of the domestic institutions of that country. Divorce by 
mutual consent does not require any procedure in court. But it is not valid 
unless it is properly registered. In Germany and Hungary, actions for divorce 
must be brought within six months after the injured party became cognizant 
of the offense. 

Provisions fob Reconciliation. 

While the judges and others sometimes make efforts at the reconciliation of 
parties seeking a divorce in this country, there is nowhere statutory provision 
requiring such efforts. But no less than fourteen European countries provide 
by law for it. In Austria this must be done in all divorce cases if there seems 
to be any chance of success. And in all suits for separation by mutual consent 
this must be done at least three times at intervals of not less than eight days. 
In several countries efforts at reconciliation must be made before the tnal 
can proceed at all. In some there must be several attempts, in Bulgaria as 
many as four at intersals of three months. In some the petitioner must first 
appear alone for the purpose before the judge, and then with the other party, 
but without counsel from either side. In Sweden, separation can be granted 
only after attempts at reconciliation are made by the ecclesiastical authorities. 
In Germany and Sersia, in cases of divorce for desertion, after the attempt at 
reconciliation, which must be made in application for divorce for any cause, 
one year must be allowed for the return of the deserting party before the 
divorce can be granted. 

Unfortunately, few of these countries furnish any statistics showing the 
number of reconciliations effected. But in Italy, in the last twenty years, 
in about 53 per cent of the cases, the parties were either reconciled or the suits 
abandoned. In Prussia, .S9 per cent of the cases were reconciled in 1869-1879; 
and in Dresden, conjugal rights were restored in 35 per cent of the cases in 
1867-1878, and the actions were withdrawn in 5 per cent more. In Servia, in 
1889-1896, those reconciled were 8 per cent of all, and in the next eight years 
they were 5 per cent. Probably the requirement for efforts at reconciliation 
reduces the number of applications for divorce by weeding out many cases 
of those who do not care to meet the requirement of the law on this point and so 
never apply for divorce. 
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Nearly all provisions regarding procedure are much more strict in Europe 
than in this coimtry. In Austria a special law radically modifies the usual 
rules of evidence. Both in Austria and Hungary the law provides for the 
most vigorous defense of all divorce suits. 

Local Record of Divorces. 

One more important feature of European divorce laws is that of some 
seven leading countries requiring that the divorce be recorded in the place 
of residence of the parties. In Belgium, this must be done within two months 
after the divorce is granted or the divorce is of no effect. In Austria, Ger- 
many, Hungary, and Switzerland, the divorce must be recorded on the margin 
of the original record of the marriage which is dissolved, much as the dis- 
charge of a mortgage is entered in some of our states. In Switzerland, the fact 
must be communicated to the registrar at the place of residence and birth of 
the parties. This enables the authorities to prevent bigamies, which are dis- 
graogfuUy numerous in some parts of our country. The law in Rhode Island, 
noted imder the legislation of the year, is a good beginning in this direction. 

Though divorces are increasing in nearly all coimtries of Europe as well as 
in the United States, and generally almost as rapidly there as here, the stream 
is much smaller in volume in Eiurope than in the United States. Some of the 
difiPerence is no doubt due to differences in social conditions and to the more 
sluggish response of Europe to certain progressive tendencies. But no small 
part of the difference must be due to the small number and high character of 
the courts in Eiurope which deal with the marriage relation and to the safe- 
guards that Eiuropean laws throw around marriage and divorce. These 
peculiarities of European law are certainly deserving of our study to see how 
we may still further improve our own systems of family law. 

THE LESSON OF IT ALL. 

The most fundamental conclusion from the present condition of the subject 
is that, notwithstanding all the gains in legislation, — and on the whole these 
are remarkable, — there is reason to believe that the great work that is needed 
is only well begun and that we are now entering upon a most critical period in 
the movement. For it is now clearly established, as the League has always 
held that, with all the gains in better legislation and the acknowledged need 
of much more in the same direction, the great work is to be done through 
the forces of religion and education, and that now these need to be aroused 
and put to their share in the work. The last year has brought from educators 
increasing demand for qualities in children and college students that the Home 
can best supply. More and more they are coming to see that the weak spot 
in the American educational system is the lack of an adequate place in it for 
the Home as an educational force, to be carefully cultivated and brought into 
more complete relation to the school. And the Church is quite as much in the 
need of an awakening as any other social institution. It is very well for the 
great national assemblies of the churches to have occasional papers on the work 
of the Home in religion, and to occasionally hold conferences on the subject 
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and hear at long intervals an occasional sermon on it and to pass resolutions 
not to many divorced persons. But these are all trifling matters compared 
with what needs to be done. As a whole, the educators are far more alive to 
the educational value of the Home than ecclesiastical leaders are to its religious 
and social powers. The Church as a whole is not awake to the need of con- 
centrating attention on the Home in order to secure those high ideals of 
marriage and family life, that need of personal sacrifice of individual ambition 
to domestic and public interests, and that purity of physical being that is 
essential to happy and fruitful marriage. The Church does not yet see that 
it can inspire the Home to that conduct and to those virtues that are the 
surest protection we have against poverty, ignorance, vice, and crime. It has 
not yet learned to set apart some definite percentage of its charitable funds 
to promote the interests of the Home. No revival is more needed than the 
revival within the Church itself of a sense of its obligation to do vastly more 
than it now is doing for the Home. 
Here is the most pressing work before us. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 



18 



Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts $2,010 35 

Expenditures: 

Postage $49 50 

Stationery 9 49 

Printing 246 40 

Travel£g 48 05 

Telephone 8 55 

Express 2 70 

Press dippings 6 55 

Rent 50 00 421 24 

$1,589 11 
Salary of S. W. Dike $1,800 00 

Deficit for the year ending December 31, 1909 $210 89 

Deficit to January 1, 1909 348 37 

Amount of debt, January 1, 1910 $559 26 

Januaby 27, 1910. 

I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasurer, for the year 
ending December 31, 1909, with vouchers &r the same, and find them correct. 

W. B. Herrick, Auditor. 

Receipts. 

Jan. 1. Mrs. William E. Dodge, New York, N. Y $100 00 

2. Hon. Seth Low. LL.D., New York, N. Y 50 00 

9. " A Vermont Lady" 100 00 

14. Rev. S. P. Leeds, I).D., Hanover, N. H 2 00 

14. President W. E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Center 5 00 

18. Rev. Charles G. Ames, D.D., Boston 5 00 

18. Grace Church, New York, N. Y 15 00 

23. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

29. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

29. Hon. Arthur T. Ljnnan, Boston 5 00 

30. State Street Church, Portland. Me 10 00 

30. President Edward M.Gallaudet,LL.D., Washington, D.C. 10 00 

30. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover, Mass 10 00 

Received in January $364 00 

Feb. 2. Prof. Waldo S. Pratt, Hartford, Conn $3 00 

2. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

2. Rt. Rev. Chauncy B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. . . 3 00 

3. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 

4. Mrs. George Ripley, Andover, Mass 10 00 

4. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

6. James C. Braman, Aubumdale 10 00 
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Feb. 6. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y $10 00 

10. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Turtle, D.D., IX.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

10. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

15. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., Trenton, N. J 10 00 

18. Rev. W. Stanley Emery, Concord, N. H. (extra for print- 
ing) 15 00 

18. Prof. Francis G. Peabodv, D.D., Cambridge, Mass 10 00 * 

18. Greorge Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa S5 00 

18. l^lrs. William G. Benedict. Boston. . ! 5 00 

25. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

26. Prof. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5 00 

Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

27. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt 5 00 

27. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

Received in February $206 00 

Mar. 6. Rt. Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield, Mass. . . $5 00 

8. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

8. Rt. Rev. Wilham Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston 25 00 

16. Rev. Arthur Lawrence, D.D., Stockbridge, Mass 25 00 

16. Old South Church, Boston 25 00 

16. C. E. Clift, Arlington 5 00 

17. Prof. Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn 25 00 

22. " W. G. S.," Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

27. ChristChurch, Hartford. Conn... 10 00 

Received in March $135 00 

Apr. 7. jMiss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham $5 00 

10. Mrs. Amelia H. Armstrong, Berkeley, Cal 1 00 

13. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

15. Frank S. Haupt, Redlands, Cal 3 00 

16. Rev. Da^^d H. Tribou, Philadelphia, Pa 1 00 

16. Grace Church, New York, N. Y. 15 00 

19. Philip Willner, Aubumdale 2 00 

28. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 10 00 

28. Central Church, Worcester 10 00 

Total received in April $52 00 

May 3. J. D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio. $10 00 

4. Greorge Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

24. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York, N. Y 25 00 

24. Prof. Samuel Hart, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5 00 

24. Hon. O. V. Coffin, Middletown, Conn. 5 00 

27. Broadway Tabernacle, New York, N. Y 10 00 

29. William B. Taylor, Lynn 5 00 

Total received in May $85 00 

June 17. Rt. Rev. W. N. McVickar, D.D., LL.D., Pro^^dence, R. I., $10 00 

19. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa.. 15 00 

19. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

25. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

Total received in June $40 00 

July 2. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa -. $25 00 

8. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

14. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York, N. Y 25 00 

20. Hon. Arthur H. Wellman, Maiden 5 00 

1 ^ Total received in July $80 00 
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ug. 5, St. JoWs Parish, Stamford, Conn $19 35 

o. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston 10 00 

5. F.B. Marsh, New York 5 00 

5. " From Connecticut " 5 06 

20. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

Total received in August $44 35 

ept. 1. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J. . $2 00 

9. Hon. Jacob P. Bates, Boston 5 00 

13. Prof. W. F. Willcox, LL.D., Ithaca, N. Y 5 00 

16. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 10 00 

Received in September $22 00 

>ct. 4. Hon. Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D., Waterbury, Conn. . . $25 00 

6. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

23. Miss Maria R. Hicks, Fall River 5 00 

23. Messrs. Ginn & Co., Boston 10 00 

Total reteived in October ■ — $50 00 

fov. 6. Special, for printing " Summary of the United States Re- 
port," with interest, Hon. John E. Parsons, New York . . $53 00 

6. Ditto, from J. D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio 50 00 

9. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester 10 00 

9. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

10. Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D. C 5 00 

10. Mrs. Gihnan C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

10. Edward P. Dutton, New York 5 00 

11. "A Friend," Holyoke 2 00 

13. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 30 00 

13. St. John's Church, Providence, R. 1 20 00 

15. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Aubumdale 25 00 

17. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10 00 

18. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester 5 00 

18. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston 10 00 

19. W. W. Lockwood, New York 5 00 

19. Trinity Church, Boston 15 00 

19. Prof. William North Rice, LL.D., Middlctown, Conn. ... 5 00 

20. A. R. Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

26. " Friends," Thompson, Conn 8 00 

26. Rev. Horace Dutton, Aubumdale, Mass 5 00 

26. Miss Grace H. Dodge, New York 50 00 

27. Church of the Advent, Boston . 5 00 

29. Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

29. Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, III 2 00 

29. Rev. Herbert W. T^the,. Prescott, Ariz 5 00 

Total received in November $365 00 

>ec. 1. Arthur 1*. Sliimnan, Hartford, Conn $25 00 

1. Rev. John G. JDavenport, D.I)., Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

1. Rev. Frauds Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 25 00 

2. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn 50 00 

2. Rev. W. C. Gordon, Ph.D., Aubumdale 5 00 

3. Hon. D. M. Camp, New Britain, Conn 5 00 

6. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York 50 00 

6. George I. Rockwood, Worcester, Mass. 10 00 

9. Rev. Herbert S. Johnson, Bo-ston 5 00 

10. Rev. S. C. Bushnell, Arlin^n 5 00 

10. Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New I^ndon, Conn 10 00 

10. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 2 00 
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Dec. 11 . Hon. John E. Parsons, New York $25 00 

13. Woloott H. Johnson, Boston 25 00 

15. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

15: R. S. Douglas, Brookline 5 00 

17. William H. Swift, Kttsfield 25 00 

17. Arthur S. Johnson, Boston 10 00 

21. Prof. Melancthon W. Jacobus, D.D., LL.D., Hartford, 

Conn 25 00 

21. Rev. William J. Tucker, DD., LL.D., Hanover, N. H. . . . 10 00 

21. Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst, Mass 5 00 

24. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

17. George I. Alden, Worcester 10 00 

25. « A friend," Brookline 20 00 

25. Rev. Cornelius H. Patton, D.D., Newton 5 00 

27. Prof. Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5 00 

27. Hon. Walter George Smith, Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

27. Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston , 25 00 

28. Everett O. Fisk, Boston 5 00 

29. lit. Rev. Frederick Burgess, Garden City, N . Y 5 00 

29. William B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

29. Rev. A. B. Hunter, Raleigh, N. C 5 00 

30. Rt. Rev. W. A. Leonard, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio 10 00 

31. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

31. Hon. Arthur H. Wellman, Maiden 5 00 

31. Jerome C. Borden, Fall River. 5 00 

31. Arthur C. Farley, Wellesley Hills 5 00 

31. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 15 00 

31. Henrv B. Day, West Newton 25 00 

31. Arba'N. Lincoln, Fall River 5 00 

31. P*rof. Theodore Woolsey, LL.D., New Haven, Conn 15 00 

31. Rev. Samuel W. Dike, Aubumdale 25 00 

31. Uev. William T. Manning, D.D., New York, N. Y 10 00 

Total received in Dcceml)er $5&7 00 
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Notes. 



1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-10 are 
the only ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a 
" Review of Twenty-Five Years," giving a summary of the move- 
ment regarding the family and our work for that period, and will be 
freely sent to all who ask for it. 

2. The paper of the Corresponding Secretary read before the Con- 
gress of Arts and Science in St. Louis, on the ** Problem of the Family," 
and a report of twenty pages of a Committee on the Family, with 
Prof. A. R. Merriam, chairman, made to the National Council of 
Congregational Churches in October, 1907, has been reprinted from 
the minutes of the Council and will also be sent to those who desire it. 
An address by the Secretary on " Some Fundamentals of the Divorce 
Question " may also be had on application. 

3. The Report of the Census Office on Marriage and Divorce in 
the United States and some twenty foreign countries, in two volumes, 
can be had on application to the Director of the Census, Washington, 
D. C. 

4. A summary of this Report, of twenty pages, has been prepared 
by the League and will be sent to all who may write the Secretary 
for it, enclosing a postage stamp. 

5. The attention of all is invited to the report of the Treasurer 
and the need it shows of immediate and generous aid for our work. 

Every friend of the home is invited to give us a modest place, at 
least, in his annual charities. The work of all benevolent societies 
is aided by everything that is done for the home. The League needs 
an immediate endowment. A form of bequest may be f oimd on the 
third page of^the cover. 

^6. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, 
to be renewed at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such members are 
members in full for the time. 

7. The Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care of C. F. Hovey 
& Co., Boston, Mass., will gladly acknowledge all contributions. 
All other correspondence should be addressed to Rev. Samuel W. 
Dike, LL.D., Auburndale, Mass., to whom contributions may also 
be sent. It vnll greatly relieve us if contributions can be sent earlier 
than the autumn months. Last year one third of all the receipts for 
the year came after December 1. 



Minutes. 



Boston, Mass., February 2, 1911. 

The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection 
of the Family was held at the Diocesan House, No. 1 Joy Street, 
Boston, on Thursday, February 2, 1911, at 12.30 p.m. The meeting 
was called to order by the senior Vice-President, Bishop Lawrence, 
who led in prayer. William H. Cobb was chosen Recording Secretary 
pro tempore. The records of the last annual meeting were read and 
approved. 

Dr. Dike presented a latter from Bishop Niles, offering his resig- 
nation from the League; but by general consent his membership 
was continued. The Corresponding Secretary read selections from 
his annual report. 

Voted: To accept the report and refer its publication to the discre- 
tion of the Corresponding Secretary. 

Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, the Treasurer, read his annual report. 

Voted: To accept the Treasurer's report when it shall have been 
audited by Mr. Herrick. 

Voted: To reelect the oflScers of the previous year. 

Dr. Dike having expressed his willingness to withdraw from office 
if a younger and more active secretary could be obtained, such a 
course was deprecated by all the members present, and the League 
adopted unanimously, by a rising vote, the following resolution 
offered by President W. E. Huntington: 

Resolved: That the gratitude of the League be expressed to Dr. 
Samuel W. Dike for his long-continued, faithful, and efficient services 
as Corresponding Secretary; and that our desire be thus recorded 
that he continue in this service. 

The annual meeting was then dissolved. 

WILLL^M H. COBB, 

Recording Secretary pro tempore. 



Report of the Corresponding Secretary. 



The League now completes thirty years since its organization 
as the New England Divorce Reform League, and the Corresponding 
Secretary completes the same number of years of service. A review 
of the condition of things thirty years ago and what it is to-day 
would be interesting. But we need the space for other subjects. 
So those interested are referred to our Report for 1905, which was 
wholly given to a review of the past, and to the subsequent annual 
reports. There are plenty of copies of this " Review of Twenty- 
Five Years " for all who ask for them. A few points, however, will 
be noted in this report. 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

The Uniform Marriage Bill was not completed to the satisfaction 
of the commissions in charge of it the past summer, and has been 
recommitted for amendment. It will undoubtedly be ready for the 
state legislatures another winter. 

The Uniform Divorce Law has been enacted entire in four states. 
Several other states, like Massachusetts, find their present law so 
nearly like the proposed uniform law that it has been thought inex- 
pedient to urge any change in their present law. The present degree 
of uniformity cannot, therefore, be measured by the number of states 
that have enacted the uniform bill. 

A uniform law to check the Desertion of Families, prepared by the 
commissions on a uniform marriage law at the instance of philan- 
thropic people, now goes to the state legislatures for their adoption. 
It was found that the laws of the several states on this subject were 
so conflicting that they were often made useless by parties migrating 
to other states. The general trend on many subjects here, and in 
Continental Europe on commercial subjects, towards uniformity of 
law, as well as towards international uniformity in general, helps the 
movement towards uniformity of family law. 

Few legislatures were in session in 1910, and the legislation on our 
subjects was very little, and probably will be for some years while 
the uniform measures are being tried. And beyond this the feeling 
is growing that legislation must follow more or less the great educa- 
tional work that needs to be done. Yet there is by no means stag- 
nation. A movement has just begun in Colorado for reform. This 
state has for many years ranked from the worst to the third worst 
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state in divorce, Washington and Montana now having a higher 
rate. The movement seems to be well planned. It will be a good 
thing if this state will adopt the uniform law and thus lead the way 
in the Far West. Recent information from Utah, which has come 
to an average place in the divorce rates of the states, points to a 
possible effort for reform in that state also. 

THE ENGLISH MOVEMENT. 

The growing dissatisfaction with the English divorce law which, 
among other peculiarities, has restricted absolute divorce to one 
cause, and even then to one of the parties only except under certain 
conditions, has resulted in the appointment of a Royal Commission 
on the subject, of eminent and able persons. This commission has 
gone into the subject very thoroughly but has not yet made its 
report, the hearings having only recently been finished. Between 
the extremes of churchmen of certain views and the insistence of a 
growing democracy, together with intricate legal and social condi- 
tions, the problem is one of great difficulty. Its outcome will be 
watched with much interest in this country. 

It has been our privilege to supply members of the Royal Com- 
mission and others interested with considerable information of 
various kinds from our experience in the United States and from 
official reports concerning the situation in other countries. It has 
been very gratifying to officers of the League to hear from eminent 
Englishmen very hearty praise of the great value of the work that 
has been done in this country. 

MARRIAGE LAWS OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

The following summary by topics of the marriage laws of other 
countries has never been made before. It is prepared from the 
United States Report and will be found useful and of ready reference. 

Parental Consent. 

Austria requires parental consent to the marriage for all persons 
under twenty-four years of age. Belgium demands that all parties 
under twenty-one have parental consent and that those over twenty- 
one seek it, and that they must, if it is not granted, serve upon their 
parents an acie respectueux demanding consent. Bulgaria requires 
parental consent but without any age limit. If the parents or guar- 
dians do not consent, the permission of the higher church officials 
may be substituted. Denmark requires parental consent until the 
parties are twenty-five years old, the authorities having power to 
act in case of refusal. In Englandy Canaday and the Australian 



Colonies generally, and in Germany, the limit for parental consent 
is at twenty-one years of age. In France the ages are twenty-five 
and twenty-one respectively. All persons above these ages must 
serve on their parents or grandparents the acte respectuetix; but since 
the law of 1896 the forms of this are less exacting. Hungary requires 
the consent of parents or guardians until of age, which is ordinarily 
at twenty-four. Italy requires it until twenty-five and twenty-one. 
Japan puts the age for consent until thirty and twenty-five. The 
Netherlands puts it at thirty for both sexes. Norway fixes it at 
eighteen and Roumania at twenty-five and twenty-one. In Servia 
the matter seems to be left to the several churches. Sweden and 
Finland now confine the requirement to minors — persons under 
twenty-one. Switzerland puts the age at twenty for both sexes. 

Prior Marriage, or Restrictions of Time. 

Many foreign countries place some period of restriction on re- 
marriage after the dissolution of a former marriage for any cause. 
In Austria no woman can remarry except after certain times. In 
Belgium, France, Germany, Hungary, and Italy, no woman can 
marry until ten months after the dissolution of the prior marriage. 
In Denmark the inan must wait in such cases the " one year of mourn- 
ing," and the woman three months. In Japan the limit is at six 
months and in Servia ordinarily nine months. In Norway it is nine 
months. In Sweden and Finland it is six months for the widower and 
one year for the widow. In the Netherlands and in Switzerland the 
forbidden period is three hundred days. 

Divorced Persons, Adulterers, and Criminals, In Austria the 
divorced person, if a Catholic, cannot marry until the death of the 
other party, nor can the one who occasioned the divorce. Persons 
who have committed adultery with each other cannot marry. In 
Belgium the guilty party in adultery cannot marry an accomplice, 
and in divorce by mutual consent there must be a delay of three 
years. But otherwise there have been no restrictions on the reunion 
of divorced persons since 1906. In Bulgaria a person who has lost a 
divorce suit as a defendant cannot remarry within from two to five 
years. In Denmark and Norway adulterers cannot marry each other 
except by royal concession. The guilty party in Scotland cannot 
marry an accomplice. Divorced persons cannot reunite in France 
if either of them since the divorce has contracted a new marriage 
that has been followed by a second divorce. In Hungary those 
divorced for adultery cannot marry again except by consent of the 
king. In Italy a person convicted of homicide either as principal or 
accomplice cannot marry. In Japan the party convicted of adultery 
cannot marry his accomplice. The same is true of the Netherlands 
and Roumania. In Sweden the convicted adulterer cannot marry 
without the consent of the other party. 



Differences of Religion. 

Austria forbids marriages between Christians and those not be- 
longing to the Christian faith, and members of holy orders which 
exact a vow of ceUbacy cannot marry in Austria nor in Hungary , — 
in the latter case without the consent of ecclesiastical superiors. 
In Bulgaria condemnation to ceUbacy by an ecclesiastical court is 
a bar to marriage. Servia forbids marriage between Christians and 
non-Christians. In Swederiy heathen or persons belonging to no 
religion cannot marry. 

Physical and Mental Incapacity. 

Physical and mental defects of various kinds disqualify persons 
for marriage in many countries. In Austria the insane, the demented, 
the imbecile, and those incapacitated through such a cause as intoxi- 
cation cannot marry. In Bulgaria mental or physical condition, 
if such pertains to insanity, epilepsy, or syphilis, prevents marriage. 
In Denmark and Norway physical disability of any kind is no hin- 
drance to marriage; mental fitness at the time of marriage is all that 
is required. In Great Britain and its Colonies an unsound mind is the 
only physical or mental disqualification. In Hungary persons legally 
incapacitated for business, those under a curator on account of mental 
disease, or as deaf mutes unable to make themselves understood, 
cannot marry. In Italy those legally judged of unsound mind 
cannot marry. In Servia, incurable impotence existing at the time 
of the marriage is the only cause mentioned. In Sweden and Finland 
epilepsy only is named. In Switzerland lunatics and idiots cannot 
marry. 

Military Service. 

In Austria, in general, military persons cannot contract a valid 
marriage without the written permission of their superiors. The law 
of 1889 also provides that men shall not marry before reaching the 
age of military service (twenty-one years), or before leaving the third 
age class (i. e., at twenty-three years), except as they have been 
freed from this obligation of service. Belgium requires the consent 
of superior officers. Bulgaria has the same law. In Denmark and 
Norivay non-commissioned officers cannot marry until they are 
twenty-five years old, and after that only on permission of their 
superiors. Privates and commissioned officers come under the latter 
rule. In France all persons in military service must have permission 
from their superiors. In Germany there is restriction only as the laws 
of particular states require it. In Hungary the law is the same as in 
Austria. In Italy officers must have royal permission. In the 
Netherlands a man between the ages of nineteen and forty, liable to 
military duty, cannot marry until the obligation to serve has been 
fulfilled. No permission is required for officers or other regular 



members of the army or navy. In Sweden special permission is re- 
quired for both officers and privates. In Servia privates and lieu- 
tenants are ordinarily not allowed to marry, while higher officers 
may marry on permission of the minister of war, and non-commis- 
sioned officers with the consent of the commander-in-chief. In 
Sweden the consent of superior officers must be had. 

Banns ob Publication. 

In Austria announcement of the intended marriage with certain 
details, including the admonition that any one knowing of any 
impediment to the marriage shall give notice, must take place on 
three Sundays or holidays at the customary religious assembly of 
each of the contracting parties, or in the place of former residence if 
the present residence has not lasted more than six weeks. If the 
ecclesiastical authorities refuse either the publication or to perform 
the ceremony, appeal may be taken to the civil authorities and, in 
case they allow the marriage, the publication is then made by posting 
the announcement on the official bulletin board for three weeks. 
In certain cases dispensation from one or two of the required publi- 
cations may be granted. In Belgium the banns must be posted on 
the door of the town hall of the parish on Sunday ten days before the 
marriage. In Bulgaria a betrothal in the parish church in the pres- 
ence of the priest and at least two witnesses not less than three weeks 
before the marriage takes the place of banns, and the coming mar- 
riage must be announced on three successive Sundays before the 
marriage. In Denmark banns must be published on three successive 
Sundays. One publication must also be made three weeks before 
the marriage by the civil authorities, or a license given by certain eccle- 
siastical authorities for all marriages within the established church. 
In England, in the case of banns, they must be published in church 
or chapel for three weeks preceding the solemnization of the marriage. 
No limit is put on the time of the marriage of those who have special 
licenses from the Archbishop of Canterbury and his successors. 
Notices of all marriages without banns or licenses, i. e., those among 
Dissenters and others, must be given to the superintendent registrar 
of the district in which they have lived at least seven days next 
preceding the notice, or to the registrars of both districts if the parties 
do not live in the same district. These notices must be posted in 
the office of the registrar for twenty-one days. In Ireland the prac- 
tice is essentially like that of England with some variations. In 
Scotland banns in regular marriages must be published three times, 
not necessarily on different Sundays. Registrar's certificates issue 
after due notice has been given and made public for seven consecu- 
tive days. In Canada banns or a license are required in Quebec, 
Ontario, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward's Island, 
British Columbia, and the Northwest Territories. The Australian 
colonies seem to follow the Etiglish law closely. In Finland a legally 
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recognized betrothal must precede the marriage. In France banns 
must be published two successive Sundays and a copy posted on the 
door of the town hall in the intervening week, and if the domicile is 
established by less than six months' residence,, the publication must 
also be made in the place of the last domicile. One publication must 
also be performed by the civil authorities within the same periods. 
In Finland banns for three successive Sundays are required, and if 
the bridegroom lives outside the district, he must produce a certifi- 
cate from his own pastor stating that there are no impediments to 
the marriage. In Germany either banns must be announced or the 
civil registrar has power to announce the marriage by a notice posted 
for two weeks before the marriage. There is the usual regulation 
about notice in case one of the parties does not reside in the district 
or has not lived there six months. In Hungary notice must be posted 
in the communal house for fourteen days, and the marriage cannot 
then take place until three days more. There are several other 
regulations to be observed, among them one requiring that there be 
presented, on application for the license, the oflScial records of the 
dissolution or annulment of any former marriage. In Italy the regu- 
lation is the same as in France, except notice in the place of former 
residence must be made unless the present residence has been for 
one year. In the Netherlands the registrar must proclaim the banns 
before the door of the town hall on two consecutive Sundays and a 
written notice posted during the week between, with the usual condi- 
tion in case of a residence less than six months. In Norway one 
publication of banns is suflScient, and this can be dispensed with if 
necessary. In Roumania the publication must be for two Sundays 
before the door of the parish church and that of the town hall, and 
the marriage cannot be celebrated until the fourth day after the 
second publication. In Servia the banns must be published on three 
successive Sundays or holy days before a marriage. In Sweden the 
same rule holds as in Servia except that in certain grave cases the 
banns may be omitted. In Switzerland banns must be published 
fourteen days before the license can issue. 

There are many details in most countries regulating the matter 
of banns and publication, for which the reader is referred to the digest 
of the laws given in the United States Report, Part I. 

Hour of Marriage. 

This does not seem to be fixed by law except in England, and many 
of its American and Australian colonies, where it is from eight 
o'clock in the morning to some hour in the afternoon not later than 
six. 

Celebration. 

Bulgaria and Servia have religious marriage only, but dissenters, 
and in Servia those not of the Greek Church, may be married accord- 
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ing to the forms of their own faiths. In Austria marriage may be either 
religious or civil in certain cases, and must be civil for those of reli- 
gions not legally recognized. Where the civil marriage is obligatory, 
a religious ceremony may follow the civil ceremony, but may not 
precede it. In England and its colonies, either a religious or a civil 
ceremony is legal. In Norway and Sweden the religious ceremony 
is the rule, but oivil marriage is the form for those not of the state or 
Lutheran church. Civil marriage with an optional religious cere- 
mony to follow the legal form is the only lawful marriage in Belgium, 
France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, the Netherlands, Roumania, and 
Svdtzerland, 

Record. 

An official record of all marriages by the civil authorities seems 
to be required in all civilized countries except in Servia and Sweden, 
where the record must be made by the ecclesiastical authorities. In 
one or two countries, however, the digest of the laws does not give 
positive evidence of the requirement for record. The record must 
always be made in the civil community where the marriage takes 
place, and that is always in the place where one or both parties 
reside. 

Uniform Laws. 

Uniform marriage laws were enacted in Germany, February 6, 
1875, but complete uniformity in regard to impediments to marriage 
and the grounds of divorce did not take place until the uniform 
divorce law that went into effect January 1, 1900. Hungary enacted 
a uniform marriage law for the entire kingdom, except Croatia and 
Slavonia, in 1894. Switzerland has a uniform federal law regulating 
both marriage and divorce, which went into effect January 1, 1876. 

Marriages of Foreigners and Foreign Marriages. 

Austria, Belgium, England, France, Germany, Hungary, and Japan 
report some law touching the marriage of foreigners in those coun- 
tries or of their own citizens in foreign countries. With some modifi- 
cations the general rule seems to be that a country recognizes a mar- 
riage of its own citizens contracted abroad if it has been made accord- 
ing to the law of the place where contracted, and if it does not conflict 
with the law of the home country. In some cases the marriage must 
be before the consul or other official representative of the country 
to which the parties belong. Generally, foreigners may be married 
in any other country but their own according to the law of the 
country, provided that certain facts are certified. 

Annulment and Void or Voidable Marriages. 

In Austria marriages may be annulled either on considerations of 
public policy or private rights. In Bulgaria marriages contrary to 
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the blood impediments or those with persons of mental or bodily 
disease are null. In Belgium and France certain marriages are void 
without the interference of the courts. Other marriages are liable 
to annulment when contracted contrary to the impediments or when 
there has been some defect in certain formalities. In Denmark and 
Norway marriages contrary to the impediments of relationship are 
void. Others contrary to the legal regulations seem to be voidable. 
In England marriages are void ah initio when the parties are within 
the prohibited degrees, or of unsound mind, or either has a spouse 
still living. Marriages are voidable if contrary to certain statuton' 
provisions, if the consent was obtained through fraud or either party 
is impotent. The rest of Great Britain and the Colonies seem to follow 
the law of England. In Finland marriages are voidable or void if 
contracted in spite of existing impediments, with certain qualifica- 
tions. In Germany marriages are void if any of the essential pre- 
requisites have been lacking, with some qualifications. Voidable 
marriages are of two kinds. In the first class the action for nullity 
may be brought by one of the parties, by the state's attorney, or by 
an interested third party. In the second class one of the parties must 
be the plaintiff and the other party the defendant. The first kind 
of voidability is the equivalent of the English nullity. In Hungary 
marriages may be annulled for various violations of the provisions 
regarding impediments. In some cases the marriage can be declared 
absolutely void and in others it is simply " impugnable." Marriages 
are also void if performed before an incompetent official or the con- 
sent is defective, or if one of the parties is incompetent to transact 
business, and are also impugnable for several other irregularities. 
In Italy marriages may be annulled if either party was under age or 
was bound by a former marriage, or if the parties were within the 
prohibited degrees. Marriages may be declared null if celebrated 
before an incompetent official if the suit is begun within a year or 
either party has been guilty of homicide. If consent was not free, 
the validity of the marriage may be attacked. Impotence anterior 
to marriage may be put forth as an objection by either party. So 
also the marriage when one party has been legally judged of unsoimd 
mind with certain limitations. In Japan marriages are void if 
through mistake the intention to contract marriage with a particular 
person did not exist, or if the parties do not make the necessary 
notification of the marriage to the registrar. They are voidable if 
contrary to the provisions of the code, if contracted through fraud 
or force, or, in case of the adoption of a mukoyoshiy on the ground of 
the invalidity or cancellation of the adoption. In the Netherlands 
failure to comply with any of the rules governing impediments opens 
the way to judgment against the offending party, all actions being 
termed causes for nullity. In Roumania the impediments seem to 
invalidate marriages contrary to them, apparently following French 
law. In Servia a marriage contracted notwithstanding an impedi- 
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ment with or without the knowledge of the parties is null, but the 
nullity must be established by a judicial decree. Some marriages 
are only relatively null and are valid until contested by certain parties. 
In Sweden bigamous marriages, and those within the prohibited 
degrees, or celebrated by unauthorized persons, are void. Those 
where other impediments exist are voidable except in two or three 
cases. In Switzerland bigamous marriages, those within the pro- 
hibited degrees, and those in case of insufficient mental capacity, 
are void. Certain other marriages may be annulled. 

Changes in Marriage Laws. 

The changes in the marriage and divorce laws of foreign countries 
in the last forty years are comparatively few and slight except in 
Germany, Hungary, and Switzerland, where uniform systems have 
taken the place of numerous and intricate systems; and in Japan, 
where state regulation^ of marriage and divorce have been made for 
the first time. 

In Austria, since 1870, a civil marriage is obligatory where neither 
party belongs to one of the recognized religious Confessions. Civil 
marriage was first provided for in 1868, and in that year Catholics 
were again put under the jurisdiction of the civil courts, but accord- 
ing to ecclesiastical principles. Belgium in 1896 relaxed somewhat 
its regulations regarding parental consent. The present law touch- 
ing banns was a change in 1891 from the same law as that of France. 
Bulgaria supplemented the church law to some extent in 1897. 
England in 1907 abolished its law prohibiting marriage with a de- 
ceased wife's sister. In 1886 the hours for the celebration of marriage 
were changed from 8 a.m. to 12 m. to from 8 a.m. to 3 p.m. Ireland 
in 1870 extended the power to grant marriage licenses to certain 
chief officials of Protestant churches. Canada made marriage with 
a deceased wife's sister legal in 1882 and with a deceased wife's 
sister's daughter in 1890. In Australia, the marriage laws of Western 
Australia, which are practically the same as those of England, were 
consolidated in 1894. The Act of 1898 in Victoria restricted the right 
to perform the marriage ceremony to registered ministers of religion, 
the government statist, and any registrar of marriages. The Marriage 
Act of 1895 in Tasmania removed all restrictions on the hours for 
the celebration of marriages. In New Zealand marriage with a 
deceased husband's brother was made legal in 1901 and with a de- 
ceased wife's sister or niece in 1905. In New South Wales the law 
of 1899 makes the celebration of the marriage of minors a penal 
offense, but does not invalidate the marriage. In France in 1896 the 
necessity for the second and third request for parental consent to a 
marriage was made no longer obligatory, provided the parties whose 
consent is to be sought have not filed their objections within a month. 
Germany, as already noted, enacted a uniform marriage law in 1876. 
Hungary enacted a uniform marriage law in 1894, which took the 
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place of nine distinct systems, but which did not apply to Croatia 
and Slavonia, which have three systems to govern Catholics, Oriental 
Greeks, and Protestants and Jews. The civil code of marriage and 
divorce law for Japan, taking the place of the old social customs of 
the country, took effect July 16, 1898. Some changes were made in 
the marriage and divorce laws of Sweden in 1872, 1896, and 1898, but 
the digest fails to describe them. Switzerland enacted a uniform 
marriage and divorce law which went into effect January, 1876, taking 
the place of the cantonal laws, which were practically twenty-four 
systems. 

SPECIAL STUDIES ON TOPICS OF THE FAMILY NEEDED. 

The correspondence of the year shows a steady interest in the study 
of the family, especially in universities and women's clubs, and the 
study seems to improve in quality. But it is not always possible to 
give the material or references for which inquiry is made by those 
engaged in it. Here, for instance, is an inquiry for information on 
the relation of divorce and desertion to crime and pauperism. But 
there is almost none of value to be had. Another typical case is 
that of the editor of one of the most largely circulated periodicals 
in the country. He is getting many letters from women urging him 
to call attention to the number of divorces that are really due to dis- 
eases contracted from immoral husbands. He suspects that divorces 
from this cause are in reaUty very frequent. But he has no adeq^uate 
data and we cannot give him any. The Secretary of the League 
has made some effort to learn the possibilities of a special investiga- 
tion, either expert or official, that would cover this and many other 
of the hidden causes of divorce. The Massachusetts Bureau of 
Statistics might be directed to take up the investigation somewhat 
in the way in which it investigated intemperance as a cause of poverty, 
crime, and insanity, some years ago. But at present the Bureau 
has so much work thrust upon it that it did not seem wise to us at 
present to press the matter. But the investigation ought to come 
in some way. The results would necessarily be imperfect, but stiD 
of much value. We shall not lose sight of the object. 

The economic cost of divorce and the other ills of defective family 
life needs attention. The cost to the country of a low or diseased 
family life must be enormous. Business men will do well to reflect 
on the fact. 

THE INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS ON HOME 

EDUCATION. 

A most important event of the year was the third International 
Congress on Home Education, held in Brussels August 21 to 25. 
The general object of these congresses is ** to discuss the best means 
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of promoting the physical, moral, and intellectual well-being of chil- 
dren under home influence." At the request of the Belgian Minister 
at Washington, our Commissioner of Education, the Hon. Elmer E. 
Brown, secured the cooperation of an able committee and the attend- 
ance from the United States of a company of persons of authority 
in educational and home matters. Twelve hundred delegates from 
twenty countries were in attendance, and home education was 
treated from many points of view. It was decided to hold the next 
congress somewhere in the United States. A summary of the work 
of the congress at the Brussels meeting is given in ten pages of the 
first part of the Report of the United States Commissioner of Educa- 
tion for 1910, already issued. 

THE RELIGIOUS EDUCATION ASSOCIATION AND THE 

HOME. 

Directly in this line is the decision of our own national Religious 
Education Association — Bishop Lawrence, president for the year 
— to devote its entire meeting, to be held in Providence February 
14 to 16, to the religious needs of the home. These two coming 
meetings can hardly fail of giving a great impetus to a movement 
which thoughtful minds have been looking for, but which has been 
slow of popular recognition. On the whole, educational authorities 
have been much more keenly alive to the need of more attention to 
the home than have those of the church. The direction of the 
attention of the church to work through Sunday-schools and socie- 
ties for young people has unconsciously turned attention for a gen- 
eration or two away from the home as itself needing special care. 
Sooner or later, when we learn to apply the methods of study in social 
science to the social problems of religious organization, this diflSculty 
will be remedied. Movements in one part of the social order as a 
whole cannot go on long without affecting more or less all the others. 

THE FUTURE OF A WORK LIKE THAT OF THE LEAGUE. 

The question is sometimes raised. Has the League or any other 
similar society a work to do beyond what has been accomplished in 
the last thirty years? 

During this period statistical information for the civilized world 
has been officially collected, hundreds of improvements have been 
made in the marriage and divorce laws of our states, uniform laws 
have been prepared, the study of the family introduced into our 
higher educational institutions and made general in them, the 
churches have become in a degree aware of the needs at their hands 
of the home, the Home Department of the Sunday-school originated 
and given a half million members, and other things have come about 
along the general line of the family and home. In short, the subject 
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of the Family as a whole in which its special topics find their place 
has been pretty fairly opened. Perhaps this last is the most important 
gain of them all. 

But why will not these interests take care of themselves now that 
the lines are laid and the work along them begun? Cannot some 
other organization take over the work of the League? Cannot there 
be a combination of the several societies that deal with child labor, 
cruelty to children, the homeless, the vices of sex, home study and 
the like? There is much waste in administration from so many 
appeals for money and from doing so many kinds of work separately. 
Some of these might be willing to take over the work of the League. 
But would they keep it on broad lines or would they not subordinate 
its comprehensive aims to their own special objects and so lose sight 
of the really inclusive problem? The comprehensive view the 
League has always taken seems to be abundantly justified by the 
results, as well as by the very nature of the case. As Mr. Bryce wrote, 
some years ago, " One might almost say that the Fanuly is the 
fundamental and permanent problem of human society." The 
League has stood for that conception as no dther society has yet 
done. Whatever may be the fate of the League, the position is too 
important to be abandoned or lost from sight. If some other organi- 
zation can be found or formed that will take this position both 
theoretically and practically and hold the confidence of the most 
thoughtful students of the subject, let it by all means come to the 
front. The League will gladly turn over its work when such an 
opportunity appears. Until then, or support of our work fails, we 
do well to keep our place and do what we can in it. Another, and it 
is hoped more competent, Secretary must soon be found. 

THE FINANCL^L SITUATION. 

Last year we had an accrued debt of $559.65 due the Secretary. 
Our President, Mr. Low, surprised us at the last annual meeting 
with an offer to be responsible for one half the amount. Others 
present assumed responsibility for smaller simis. The eflFort was 
made to collect as much as possible of these pledges from outside 
parties in the hope of securing new contributors for the future. But 
a prolonged absence of Mr. Low in Europe and his many cares since 
his return, the ill-health or absence of others, led all to pay the sums 
they have pledged out of their own pockets. Several others of our 
regular contributors made special gifts for the purpose, and in this 
way fourteen persons paid the entire debt. 

Meanwhile deaths among our older contributors, the growing 
necessity many have felt of reducing their contribution because cw 
the great increase of appeals, and in some instances the working of 
apportionment plans by churches, have together made collections 
difficult. As usual, a goodly number of our regular contributors 
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respond promptly. But the delay of many to give until the very 
last of the year and the task of finding new donors make this part 
of the Secretary's work irksome. 

The arrearage the first of December was so large that some of us 
felt that a dissolution of the League was inevitable. But when we 
saw that in that case the Corresponding Secretary would have much 
the same work coming to him in a private capacity, the alternative 
seemed to be that he should do what was to be done and take what 
came for his compensation, which he was willing to do. But during 
December, and though ill a greater part of the time, and in the few 
days after the close of the year, when the accounts were kept open, 
as we sometimes have done, the Secretary collected more than one 
third of all received in the year and enough to meet its expenses to 
within $114.65, which, of course, is the beginning of a new debt 
directly after paying off the old one. He cannot allow generous friends 
to repeat their sacrifice, especially as this is not the first time it has 
been made by them. 

This frank statement is made that all may know the present condi- 
tion. This report is submitted with gratitude for the privilege we 
have had of being in this work and for the hearty and prolonged 
interest that many have taken in it these thirty years. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary, 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts on account General Fund $1 933 67 

Receipts on account Debt 559 26 



$2 492 93 

Expenses: 

Rent $50 00 

Postege 40 77 

Telephone 8 45 

Church Almanac 50 

Travelmg 44 20 

Stationery and printing 103 65 

Express 75 

$248 32 

Paid Rev. S. W. Dike on account Debt 559 26 

807 58 



Applied to salary of Rev. S. W. Dike, Secretary $1 685 35 



Deficit for year ending December 31, 1910 $114 65 



February 2, 1911. 

I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasurer for the year 
ending December 31, 1910, with vouchers for the same, and find them correct. 

W. B. Herrick, Auditor. 

Receipts. 

Jan. 1. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge $10 00 

4. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York, N. Y 50 00 

6. Rev. S. P. Leeds, D.D., Hanover, N. H 1 00 

13. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

14. Rev. W. H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

19. Mrs. Frederick Billings, New York, N. Y 100 00 

20. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

20. Rev. Charles G. Ames, Boston 5 00 

20. Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D., Cambridge 5 00 

26. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge 2 00 

28. Pres. W. E. Huntmgton, LL.D., Newton Center 5 00 

21. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

Total received in quarter $243 00 

Feb. 7. Alfred T. White. Brooklyn, N. Y $10 00 

10. First Congregational Church, Natick 5 00 

14. Hon. James Tillinghast, Providence, R.I 10 00 

14. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5 00 
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Feb. 16. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston $5 00 

16. Prof. Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn 25 00 

16. Rt. Rev. Daniel Tuttle, D.D., St. Louis, Mo 5 00 

16. Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston 5 00 

17. Rev. WUliam P. Alcott, Boxford 2 00 

17. Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. . . 3 00 

18. Prof. Waldo S. Pratt, Hartford, Conn 3 00 

19. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 . 

19. Pres. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Washington, D. C. . . 10 00 * 

21. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., Trenton, N. J 10 00 

22. George D. Rand, Aubumdale 2 00. 

23. Mrs. George Ripley, Andover 10 00 

23. James C. Braman, Bangor, Me 10 00 

23. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., Boston 25 00 

25. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

25. Prof. Walter F. Willcox, LL.D., Ithaca, N. Y 5 00 

26. State Street Congregational Church, Portland, Me 10 00 

26. E. R. Brown, Dover, N. H 10 00 

26. Prof. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5 00 

26. Mrs. John S. Mitchell, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

28. Arba N. Lmcoln, Fall River 5 00 

28. George Burnham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

Total received in February $270 00 

Mar. 2. Mrs. Charlotte F. Blackman, Waterbury, Conn $10 00 

7. Mrs. Morris K. Jesup, New York 10 00 / 

8. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

10. Old South Church^Boston 25 00 

10. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt 5 00 

10. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 

14. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10 00 

14. Rev. George L. Paine, Dorchester 5 00 

18. " In Memoriam," Stockbridge 25 00 

21. Hon. Robert Treat Paine, Boston 5 00 

25. Dr. H. Sterling Pomeroy, Aubumdale 5 00 

25. Mrs. Louisa T. Dickerman, Boston 10 00 

25. The Very Rev. A. St. John Chambre, D.D., Lowell 10 00 

Total received in March $135 00 

April 4. Major Mary. A. Wagner, Detroit, Mich $1 00 

8. Miss Martha C. Burgess, Dedham 10 00 

Total received in April $11 00 

Mav 3. Edward W. Bok, Philadelphia, Pa $25 00 

3. C. E. Clift, Arlington 5 00 

3. George Burnham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

3. J. Randolph Coolidge, Boston 25 00 

26. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, New York 25 00 

26. Prof. Samuel Hart, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5 00 

30. Christ Church, Hartford, Conn 10 00 

Totel received in May $120 00 

June 4. Broadway Tabernacle, New York $10 00 

4. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5 00 

Total received in June $15 00 

July 1. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa $25 00 

7. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa 15 00 

8. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover 10 00 

12. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York, N. Y 25 00 

22. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester 10 00 

Total received in July $85 00 
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Aug. 1. J. D. R. Lamson, Toledo, Ohio $10 00 

«6. " A Friend/' Haddam, Conn 6 00 

27. Walter V. Bowns, San Francisco, Cal 6 25 

Total received in August $22 25 

Sept. 19. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J $2 00 

20. F. B. Marsh, New York 10 00 

Total received in September $12 00 

Oct. 1. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton ' $10 00 

3. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston 5 00 

8. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown 10 00 

27. Messrs. Ginn & Co., Boston 10 00 

29. St. John's Parish, Stemford, Conn 7 42 

29. Miss Elizabeth Baer, Wellesley 1 00 

Totel in October $43 42 

Nov. 3. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. I $5 00 

3. First Baptist Church, Newton Center 25 00 

7. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester 10 00 

7. Mrs. Richard H. Dana, Cambridge 5 00 

14. Rev. Horace Dutton, Aubumdale 5 00 

15. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 30 00 

15. Edward P. Dutton, New Yoric 10 00 

16. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Aubumdale 25 00 

17. Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D. C 5 00 

19. St. John's Church, Providence, R. I 20 00 

22. Trinity Church, Boston • 25 00 

23. W. W. Lockwood, New York 5 00 

24. Prof. William North Rice, LL.D., Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

24. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

26. Miss Grace H. Dodge, New York 100 00 

28. Robert C. Ogden, New York 25 00 

30. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester, Mass 3 00 

Totel in November $308 00 

Dec. 2. Hon. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston $10 00 

2. Rev. William C. Gordon, Ph.D., Aubumdale 5 00 

3. Rev. Francis Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 25 00 

3. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn 50 00 

6. Rev. Samuel C. Bushnell, Arlington 5 00 

7. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

7. Rev. Thomas W. Nickerson, Pittsfield 10 00 

7. Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn 10 00 

8. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

8. Rev. Herbert W. Lathe, Prescott, Ariz 5 00 

12. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 2 00 

13. Church of the Ascension, New York 25 00 

13. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 25 00 

13. WiUiam B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10 00 

14. Hon. John E. Parsons, New York 25 00 

15. " Friends," Thompson, Conn 8 00 

16. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5 00 

19. Prof. C. R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 2 00 

19. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

19. Prof. Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5 00 

20. Rev. WiUiam J. Tucker, D.D., Hanover, N. H 10 00 

20. " A Friend," Brookline 20 00 

21. Everett O. Fisk, Boston 5 00 
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ec. 21. Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa., $10 00 

22. WiUiam H. Swift, Pittsfield 25 00 

23. Hon. William B. Plunkett. Adams 10 00 

24. Rt. Rev. W. A, Leonard, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio 10 00 

24. Mrs. David P. Kimball. Boston 25 00 

26. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5 00 

26. Prof. Leverett W. Spring, D.D., Boston 5 00 

29. Miss Maria R. Hicks, FaU River 5 00 

30. State Street Congregational Church, Portland, Me 10 00 

31. Rev. William T. Manning, D.D., New York 10 00 

31. Asylum Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn 25 00 

31. Pres. George E. Horr, D.D., Newton Center 5 00 

31. Prof. Melancthon W. Jacobus, D.D., LL.D., Hartford, 

Conn. . 25 00 

31. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York, N. Y 50 00 

31. Rt. Rev. Frederick Burgess, D.D., Garden City, N. Y. . . . 5 00 

31. Arthur C. Farley, Wellesley Hills 5 00 

31. Prof. W. N. Donovan, Newton Center 2 00 

31. St. John's Church, Waterbury, Conn 10 00 

31. President George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst 5 00 

31. Jerome C. Borden, Fall River 5 00 

31. Arthur S. Johnson, Boston 10 00 

31. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

31. Prof. Theodore D. Woolsey, LL.D., New Haven, Conn.. . 15 00 

31. Rev. Samuel W. Dike, Aubumdale 25 00 

31. Rev. Cornelius B. Patton, D.D., Newton 5 00 

31. Hon. Elbridge Torrey, Boston 10 00 

31. Hon. Arthur W. Wellman, Boston 5 00 

31. G. M. Winslow, Aubumdale 5 00 

31. Henry B. Day, West Newton 25 00 

31. G. Henry Whitcomb, Worcester 25 00 

Total received in December $669 00 



Special Receipts for the Debt due January 1, 1910. 

m. 28. President W. E. Huntington, LL.D., Boston $5 00 

29. Rev. Daniel Merriman, Worcester 10 00 

31. Miss Grace Dodge, New York 50 00 

eb. 16. Rt. Rev. D. S. Tuttle, D.D., LL.D., St. Louis. Mo 5 00 

18. Prof. Waldo S. Pratt, Hartford, Conn 2 00 

22. Prof. F. G. Peabody, D.D., Cambridge 50 00 

Ear. 3. Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D., Cambridge 10 00 

3. Through Rt. Rev. Alexander H. Vinton, D.D., Springfield, 25 00 

pril 8. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York 279 63 

ine 4. Church of the Ascension, New York 25 00 

11. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 50 00 

17. Rev. C. F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 2 50 

ily 12. Samuel V. Hoffman, New York 25 00 

bv. 15. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 20 00 

To balance account 13 

Total $559 26 
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CONSTITUTION 



or TJbUfi 



National League for the Protection 

of the Family 



Article I. This association shall be called the National League for the Pro- 
tection OF THE FaMILT. 

Art. II. Its object shall be, through the improvement of public sentiment and legis- 
lation, to protect the institution of the Family, especially as affected by existing evils 
relating to Marriage and Divorce, and to secure its proper efficiency in individual and 
social life. It may co-operate with auxiliary or other bodies having similar aims in 
such ways as may be deemed expedient. 

Art. in. It shall consist of the following persons, having power to fill vacancies 
and to add to their number. 

Art. IV. The officers of this society shall be a President, not more than five Vice- 
Presidents, a Recording Secretary, a Corresponding Secretary, a Treasurer, and an 
Executive Committee of not more than twelve persons, of which conmiittee the Corre- 
sponding Secretary shall be a member, and of which not less than three shall constitute 
a quorum, having the duties indicated in their several offices, to be elected at the 
Annual Meeting, and to hold office until their successors are appointed. 

Art. V. The League shall hold its Annual Meeting on the third Wednesday in 
January, unless otherwise directed by the Chairman of the Executive Committee, and 
at such hour and place as shall be indicated in the call of the conmiittee. 

Art. VI. Amendments of this Constitution, of which due notice shall have been 
given in the call of any Annual Meeting, may be adopted at such meeting by the vote of 
two thirds of the members present. 

All CoioiUNiGATiONB concerning the work of the League and its general business 
should be addressed to the Corresponding Secretary, Rev. Samttel W. Dike, LL.D., 
Aubumdale, Mass. 

CoNTRiBUTiONB should be sent to the Treasurer, Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, care 
of C. F. Hovey & Co., Boston. 



FORM OF BEQUEST 

I hereby give and bequeath to the National League for the Protection of the 
Faiolt, a corporation created by the Laws of the State of Connecticut, or its successor 

or assigns, the sum of dollars, the principal [or income, as 

may be desired] of which is to be used for the purposes for which said Corporation was 
chartered. 



i! 



; I 



il 



I 



I 



Il i 



t 



THE 



Rational League for the Protectioij 
of the Family. 



PttMitat. 

Onn. Sm-ii Low. LL,U., Xcw York. 

T)c«-PrMld«iti. 
: Rev. WiLUAM Lawiisnc^. O.D.. LL.D., JJovtoa. 

Prol. Pft-vscia G Pkajkiot, D.D., Canibrtdttf.'^ 

CwTUiMiiiUiig KKnury. 
Sev. Sauubl Vi. Oisfc. LL.D., Aubumdalc 

TnMaarar. 
Klitmtnt'Oi M, Pat, Care of New Eogland Trust Campany , 

K>ffcuitn> OotBmineff. 
I Prea. W. K- HcjfTrsoTcm, PL.D.. LL.D.. Nuwtuu Center. 

Pres. Gkuiiuk Qabbis, D.D., ULD.. Amiirrst 
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Notes. 



1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-11 are 
the only ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a 
" Review of Twenty-Five Years," giving a summary of the move- 
ment regarding the family and our work for that period, and will be 
freely sent to all who ask for it. 

2. The paper of the Corresponding Secretary read before the Con- 
gress of Arts and Science in St. Louis, on the " Problem of the Family," 
and a report of twenty pages of a Committee on the Family, with 
Prof. A. R. Merriam, chairman, made to the National Council of 
Congregational Churches in October, 1907, has been reprinted from 
the minutes of the Council and will also be sent to those who desire it. 
An address by the Secretary on " Some Fundamentals of the Divorce 
Question " may also be had on application. 

3. The Report of the Census Office on Marriage and Divorce in 
the United States and some twenty foreign countries, in two volumes, 
can be had on application to the Director of the Census, Washington, 
D. C. 

4. A summary of this Report, of twenty pages, has been prepared 
by the League and will be sent to all who may write the Secretary 
for it, enclosing a postage stamp. 

5. The attention of all is invited to the report of the Treasurer 
and the need it shows of immediate and generous aid for our work. 

Every friend of the home is invited to give us a modest place, at 
least, in his annual charities. The work of all benevolent societies 
is aided by everything that is done for the home. The League needs 
an immediate endowment. A form of bequest may be found on the 
third page of the cover. 

6. Associate Annual Membership is offered to all proper persons, 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the year, 
to be renewed at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such members are 
members in full for the time. 

7. The Treasurer, Mr. Thornton O. M. Fay, care of the New 
England Trust Company, Boston, Mass., will gladly acknowledge all 
contributions. All other correspondence should be addressed to Rev. 
Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Auburndale, Mass., to whom contributions 
may also be sent. It vrill greatly relieve us if contributions can be sent 
earlier than the autumn months. 



Minutes. 



Boston, January 30, 1912. 

The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of 
the Family was held at the Twentieth Century Club, No. 3 Joy 
Street, Boston, on Tuesday, January 30, 1912, at 12 m. 

The meeting was called to order by Frank Gay lord Cook, Esq. 
William H. Cobb led in prayer. W. B. Herrick was chosen Recording 
Secretary pro tempore. 

The reading of the records of the last annual meeting was omitted 
by common consent. The Corresponding Secretary, Dr. Samuel 
W. Dike, read selections from his annual report. 

Voted: To accept the report and refer its publication to the Corre- 
sponding Secretary. 

Because of the death of Mr. Johnson, Treasurer, the Treasurer's 
report was made by Dr. Dike and referred to the new Treasurer for 
approval, and shall be approved when audited by W. B. Herrick, who 
was appointed Auditor at this meeting. 

Mr. Thornton O. M. Fay, New England Trust Company, Boston, 
was elected a member of the League. 

Voted: To reelect the officers of the previous year with the addi- 
tion of Thornton O. M. Fay as Treasurer. 

The annual meeting was then dissolved. 

W. B. HERRICK, 

Recording Secretary pro tempore. 
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Report of the Corresponding Secretary* 

What seemed for some months to be a most uneventful year in 
our work has proved in the end to have been one of more than usual 
interest. The events of the year show that the country is now look- 
ing more than formerly beyond the legal aspects of Marriage and 
Divorce to other and urgent parts of the problem of the Family. 

THE FAMILY IN THE WORK OF RELIGION. 

Following the example of the American Sociological Society two 
years ago, the Religious Education Association, at its meeting in 
Providence last February, devoted the main part of its sessions 
for three days to the place of the Family and Home in the work of 
religious education. The papers read at this meeting are appearing 
in successive numbers of Religious Education and will repay careful 
attention. But much of the thinking of those who write on this 
subject is still too largely empirical because we have not yet learned 
to apply to the problems of the Family the more rigid and fruitful 
methods of scientific study. Desultory reflection too often takes 
the place of systematic research here as well as in other parts of the 
social field. Yet we are steadily gaining, both in interest in the Fam- 
ily and in our methods of its treatment. The admirable work in 
universities and colleges in that narrower part of the field known as 
Domestic Science is steadily winning its way in thoughtful minds, 
and its introduction into secondary and other schools is also a help 
to the popular appreciation of the problem of the Home. 

The great interest in what is known in business as ** Scientific 
Management " has given us the opportunity to call attention again 
to the need of a more scientific attitude towards problems of ecclesi- 
astical organization, especially in churches having the more demo- 
cratic type of polity, in respect to their organization for efficiency 
and the place the Home should have in their work. The Massachu- 
setts State Conference of Congregational Churches took up a project 
that had miscarried the year before and now has a committee of 
young men familiar with scientific methods of study at work planning 
an investigation into the organization and work of these churches 
with a view to their increased efficiency. This study will probably 
bring out the defective use now made of the Home. 

Some interesting action of the churches will be referred to on 
another page. 



THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

There has been rather more of this than usual and its trend is in 
the direction of conservative law. But it has been through inde- 
pendent action of the several states rather than through enactment 
of the proposed Uniform Divorce Law. 

Alabama now makes certain marriages merely voidable instead 
of being void ab initio. 

California provides that a cross complainant in a divorce suit need 
not be a resident of the state or county to entitle such person to a 
divorce in the action brought, provided the cross complaint is verified 
personally. An act also provides that the proof of a marriage may be 
the same as in a civil suit. Both parties can testify. 

Connecticut provides for the better care of the records of marriages, 
validates marriage licenses issued after the expiration of the term 
of the registrar's service in certain cases, and further regulates ali- 
mony in divorce cases. 

Delaware has a new marriage law entire. One of its provisions 
forbids the recognition of marriages within prohibited degrees that 
have taken place out of the state by those leaving the state for the 
purpose. The marriage of the insane is now prohibited and a license 
must take the place of banns and is required in all cases. 

Idaho increases the fee for a marriage license to three dollars, — the 
highest, with possibly one exception, in the entire country. 

Massachusetts now requires that all intentions of marriage must be 
filed five days before the license can be issued. It prohibits all adver- 
tising of divorce business. The court must give notice to the district 
attorney of all cases where divorce is granted for adultery and may 
at its discretion give such notice in cases of divorce for other crimes. 
It regulates the naming of the corespondent so that it shall be done 
only after the filing of the petition for divorce. 

Maine provides that women may be appointed to perform the 
marriage ceremony. 

Michigan further amends its act regarding the marriage of women 
with child. 

Missouri defines more fully the persons who may celebrate marriage. 

Nebraska makes the marriage of first cousins void. 

Nevada authorizes ministers to celebrate marriages only so long as 
they continue to minister to the society or congregation named in 
their license for the purpose. But this state has refused to amend its 
divorce law in the interests of conservatism; for, to make residence 
easier, a recent act provides that the required residence may not 
necessarily be continuous. This was intended to circumvent the 
action of some judges who were insisting on bona fide residence before 
divorce can be granted. This is known locally as a " time lock " 
divorce act. But public sentiment is said to be growing in favor of 
the improvement of the law by another legislature. The illegitimate 
divorce business, as has been usual in other states, is confined to one 
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county chiefly. That county granted 160 divorces to 250 marriages 
in 1909, and 357 divorces to 267 marriages in 1910. In 1911 there 
were 427 divorces in this county. A considerable number of those 
divorced are said to marry in the county immediately after divorce. 
These divorced persons, writes my correspondent, are on the whole 
** a bad lot." The condition of things in Nevada has never been 
equaled except for two years in the early territorial situation in Utah. 
Notwithstanding all this in Nevada, the migration from state to 
state for easy divorce must now be comparatively very small. 

New Hampshire further regulates the issue of marriage licenses. 

New York places further restrictions on contract marriages and 
permits certain officials of the societies for ethical culture to celebrate 
marriages. 

North Dakota directs the courts to specify in the decree the time 
when the divorced persons can marry under the restriction that 
hitherto was put upoij the marriage of the divorced. It gives certain 
authority to the courts to regulate alimony or make other provision 
for the support of the divorced wife. 

Oregon now makes the state a party in all divorce suits, provides 
that its attorney shall be notified, and in all uncontested cases make 
a defense in good faith. 

Pennsylvania makes valid certain returns of non est inventus in 
divorce cases and further regulates procedure. 

South Carolina for the first time requires a marriage license, with 
its return and record. It imposes a fine for failure to comply with 
the law but does not invaUdate the marriage. New Jersey is now the 
only state that does not require a marriage license of its own citizens, 
though it does when both parties are non-residents. This completes 
the entire Ust of states. All now have marriage laws, twelve having 
come into the system in the last thirty years. Under the new law in 
South Carolina only ministers of the gospel and Jewish rabbis can 
celebrate marriages. 

Texa^s amends its law requiring consent of parents or guardians in 
the case of the marriage of minors and removes certain of the legal 
disabilities of married women. 

Wisconsin makes absolute instead of discretionary the recent law 
forbidding the marriage of divorced persons for one year after the 
decree is entered. 



A UNIFORM MARRIAGE LAW. 

After three years of work, following two or three of tentative 
study by commissions appointed by the governors of the states, 
a Uniform Marriage Law has been completed and was given to the 
public November 1 . It is confined to the regulation of Marriage and 
Marriage Licenses, leaving of necessity some things to the control of 
the states to suit their separate conditions. This act is avowedly not 



so nearly an ideal one as may be found in some European countries, 
but such an approach to it as seems practicable in the conditions of 
American life and legislation. It has been most carefully wrought 
out after the criticisms and suggestions of jurists and others from 
every part of the country. It is in the direction of the movement of 
American law on the subject. A brief summary of some of its chief 
points follows. These can be readily compared with similar points 
in European law by reference to the summary in our Report for 
1909, or more fully by turning to the Report of the Census Office of 
1909, Part I. 

Insistence on a license as the prerequisite of marriage in all cases 
is the fundamental provision of the proposed law, but with proper 
qualifications, as in the case of marriages innocently contracted with- 
out license. As noted on an earlier page, the last of the states, with 
a qualified exception in the case of New Jersey, has within a year 
adopted a marriage license law. Under the Uniform Act all so-called 
common-law marriages are made void. The license can issue only in 
the town or county or other prescribed jurisdiction where one of the 
parties at least resides, this to be fixed by state law. Except in certain 
cases of emergency, application for license must be made five days 
before it can be issued. In Europe a requirement of this kind is uni- 
versal, but there a longer time must elapse before the marriage can 
take place. In addition to the present usual requirements, the facts as 
to nationality, color, and occupation must be given. The certificate of 
the dissolution, whether by death or divorce, of a former marriage 
must accompany the application for a license. Among other things 
this is a valuable safeguard against bigamies. The parties must be 
properly identified and the law as to marriageable age strictly ob- 
served. Notice of the application with names and residences of the 
parties must be posted in the office that is to issue the license, and 
provision is made for objections to the marriage. The marriage may 
be celebrated in any town or city of the state except in case of non- 
residents, when it shall be solemnized in the town or city where the 
license is issued. But the issue of the license does not remove the 
legal disabilities under which the parties may be, and the license shall 
so state. A certificate of marriage in a prescribed form shall be issued 
in duplicate and one copy be returned for filing, the license itself being 
recorded. The Marriage License Docket shall be open for inspection 
or copying. A duly certified copy of the marriage license or the 
marriage certificate shall be received in the courts as 'prima facie 
evidence of the marriage. Provision is made to render legitimate in 
certain cases illegitimate children. 

The adoption of this proposed Uniform Marriage Law may, as has 
been the case with the Uniform Divorce Act, which has been passed 
entire in only three states, but which is substantially the law in 
others, come slowly. But this will depend a good deal on the interest 
the citizens of the several states take in its adoption. There has been 
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for many years an unconscious tendency towards a uniform system of 
marriage law. This and the knowledge we now have of the more 
careful systems of European law will help the movement. 

The British Royal Commission on Divorce has not yet reported on 
its very diflBcult problem. 

UNIFORM ECCLESIASTICAL ACTION. 

A greater degree of uniformity among the churches in dealing with 
both marriage and divorce is quite as important, to say the least, as 
uniformity on the part of the civil authorities. Attention has been 
called to this subject during the past year with peculiar force by an 
unfortunate marriage in Providence of persons of social prominence 
who could not be married under the laws of their own state or the 
rules of their own church, but who, after several refusals, found a 
minister who would marry them. And this was done though the 
marriage was shocking to the better moral sense of the country. 

Were the provisions of the Uniform Divorce Act relating to comity 
between the states everywhere in force, this marriage would have 
been civilly impossible. Had the ministers all acted on the principle 
of comity that lies at the basis of the proposed provision of the civil 
law, no clergyman would have celebrated the marriage. 

The feature of the Uniform Divorce Law is that which forbids the 
courts of a state to entertain a suit for divorce for a cause that is not a 
legal cause in the state where the parties reside. A further protection 
is in the provision that no state will recognize a divorce obtained by 
its own citizens in another state on grounds forbidden at home. 
According to this principle, a minister — whatever his personal views 
may be as to the justifiableness of divorce for several reasons — 
would feel compelled in the exercise of Christian comity to refuse to 
marry persons who could not be married by their own ministers. 



ACTION OF THE FEDERAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES. 

On this point the Committee on Family Life of the Federal Council 
of the Churches of America have sent out the following in their 
appeal: 

" The clergy have widely called for some provisions to meet the 
evils of discordant legislation, especially as a protection against 
migratory marriage and divorce. But we especially urge a similar 
comity between the churches themselves, so that persons who cannot 
be married by their own ministers will not resort to those of other 
churches for their object. Do not consistency, the responsibilities 
for social leadership, and the obligations of Christian fraternity 
demand this course from all our churches? Shall we not in this way 
observe that comity between churches that we are demanding of the 
states? " 
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The further recommendations of the committee are worth noting 
here: 

" We also urge at this time great care in the marriage of persons 
unknown to the oflBciating clergyman, and of those who are morally 
or physically unfit for married life. 

** The terrible evils of sexual vice are in urgent need of attention 
by the clergy, teachers, and parents, in ways that are wise and 
efficient. We gratefully recognize the growing interest in this subject 
and urge the leaders of the church to become intelligent concerning 
it and to cooperate in all practical ways with the medical profession 
and with competent associations for dealing with it. 

" Our churches should lead their people to see that the family 
has its true place in the activities of religion, education, industry, 
and public order. As implied in what we said at the outset, the vigor 
and safety of all other institutions depend on the extent to which they 
strengthen the life of the family. Every tendency in any of these 
that weakens the home should be resisted. Every plan for their 
own welfare should include a knowledge of its effect on the home. 
Because of its importance and because of its relative neglect the 
home should receive more direct and positive attention." 

It is hoped that the wide circulation of this appeal to the Protestant 
and other allied churches of the country and the response that should 
come of it will be of great practical value. But this will depend on 
what shall be done about it. 



THE ACTUAL PRACTICE OF MINISTERS. 

While writing this a curious commentary on the point just treated 
comes in the Registration Report of the city of Providence for the 
year 1910. In that year the number of persons divorced who were 
married in that city was 109, or a little over 5 per cent of the total 
number married, showing, as other figures have done, that divorce 
for the object of another marriage is less frequent than is popularly 
supposed. The report points out that " the proportion of marriages 
of divorced persons has decreased, not increased, as is generally be- 
lieved." The report also gives the number of marriages by the 
clergymen of the different denominations and the number of mar- 
riages of the divorced in the same way. Of the 109 marriages of 
divorced persons in the city, nearly 11 per cent were by the civil 
authorities; 15.5 per cent of all the marriages which Baptist clergy- 
men celebrated were those of divorced persons. Among Congrega- 
tionalists, 17.2 per cent were of this class; among the Methodist 
Episcopal, 11.5 per cent; and among the United Presbyterian, 185 
per cent of those they married were divorced persons. Among the 
Episcopalians, who married the largest number of couples next to the 
Roman Catholics, in only one instance, or less than one half of one 
per cent of all their marriages, there was a divorced person. 
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While of course there may have been a considerable number of ex- 
cusable cases among these, it is singular that the Episcopal clergy 
found only one of them while others had so many. The statistics of 
following years will show how much practical impression the de- 
nunciations of the notorious marriage of last summer made on minis- 
ters of various denominations. 

LEGISLATIVE DIVORCES UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

In August, Gov. Simeon E. Baldwin, of Connecticut, sent to the 
legislature of that state a veto of a bill of the legislature granting a 
divorce. The ground on which the veto was based is that the four- 
teenth aimendment of the Constitution of the United States makes all 
such divorces unconstitutional inasmuch as they discriminate be- 
tween the privileges and rights of those who go to the courts and those 
who are divorced by a legislative act. Coming from a jurist of the 
highest standing, this veto has a value only second to that of a direct 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, which would in 
all probability sustain it. Its practical importance is in the probably 
final blow it gives to this recognized abuse which, according to 
Howard, was common in Colonial times and has existed here and 
there down to the present day. Connecticut for several years prior 
to 1850 granted many legislative divorces. Delaware granted no less 
than 100 through its legislature in 1897. But in that year an amend- 
ment of the State Constitution forbade them. The practice has pretty 
much disappeared in foreign countries. 

COURTS OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS. 

These have been recently established in Chicago and New York, 
where they act as courts of first instance in many cases and result 
in the settlement by reconciliation in some and in the withdrawal of 
suits in many others, besides dealing with many domestic troubles 
that would otherwise issue in divorce suits. It is reported that large 
numbers of divorce suits have been settled to the satisfaction of 
the parties involved in them. A movement is on foot to establish a 
Court of Domestic Relations in Massachusetts to have control of all 
divorce cases in the first instance, and of those only. Those interested, 
lawyers of much experience in this class of cases, believe such a court, 
coming into close and often confidential relations with disaffected 
couples, can get at more fully than the ordinary courts do the real 
conditions of domestic trouble that lie beneath the reasons technically 
given, and so do much good. As our Report for 1909 showed, no 
less then fourteen European countries make statutory provision for 
efforts at reconciliation. Efforts of this kind do good in two direc- 
tions: They effect a happy settlement in a considerable number of 
cases that come into court, and the simple knowledge that such efforts 
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will be made by the court leads an unknown but probably very con- 
siderable number of married people to settle their troubles themselves 
without going at all to the courts with them. It is to be hoped that 
some settled policy along this line may be worked out. Meanwhile it 
is good to know that conscientious lawyers often settle privately quite 
as many incipient divorce cases as they take into court. 

The Secretary of the League has been asked to read a paper on 
Marriage and Divorce Statistics, at the Fifteenth International Con- 
gress on Hygiene and Demography, which on invitation of a joint 
resolution of our National Congress is to meet in Washington in 
September. Probably this paper will point to the need of using the 
courts of reconciliation in this and other countries to get at data 
throwing light on the real causes of divorce that lie back of those given 
in open court. Our former Reports have mentioned our desire for this 
and the obstacles in the way of its achievement. Perhaps the way 
may soon be opened to some success in this direction. 



SEX EDUCATION AND HYGIENE. 

This subject, to which our Reports have referred in the past, has 
come to the front to an unusual degree the past year. The Report of 
the Chicago Vice Commission, by far the most thorough and compre- 
hensive ever made on the subject, at least in the United States, and a 
document of great self-restraint and cautious statement, shows the 
enormous proportions to which the evils of the vices of sex have 
grown. Their money cost, their effects on crime and poverty, their 
awful ruin of character, and their hereditary results are appaUing. 
And it is claimed that Chicago is by no means an exceptional city in 
this respect. One of the results of the increasing knowledge there is of 
the extent and results of this evil is that young women of the better 
class and their parents are taking alarm and the former are refusing 
marriage for fear of its contagion. 

Fortunately the year past has been marked by an unusually wide 
increase of interest in the prevention of this evU, especially through 
sound education. Dr. Prince A. Morrow wrote in June that eighteen 
societies had then been organized in different parts of the country 
and that these had been federated. The Federation is under the 
name of the American Federation for Sex Education and Hygiene. 
Ex-President Eliot of Harvard is the Honorary President, Dr. 
Morrow is President, Henry L. Higginson Treasurer, and Charles 
W. Birtwell General Secretary, with the Boston oflBce at 6 Hancock 
Avenue. Dr. Henry P. Wolcott is Chairman of the Massachusetts 
Committee and Mr. Birtwell its Secretary. Other men of equaUy 
high standing in the community are among the leaders. Already 
generous sums have been placed at its disposal for the work. Under 
this able and eminently sane leadership much good may be done. 
Another society with similar objects — the American Purity Federa- 
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tion, before which your Secretary read a paper at its Congress in 
Columbus, Ohio, in October — is at work, chiefly in the Middle West. 
It is hoped that this body will soon come into the Federation and thus 
make one strong society commanding the respect and support of the 
entire country. Probably no other social evil demands more attention 
and skillful treatment than this. 

The Report, already noted, on the Social Evil in Chicago, by the 
Vice Commission, a body appointed by the Mayor and City Council, 
in a volume of 400 pages presents the results of a thorough investi- 
gation of the subject in all its bearings. The statements that 
millions of dollars are spent annually on this form of vice, and con- 
cerning its evil influence through its alliance with gambling, in- 
temperance, and political corruption, and, above all, its destructivie 
effects on human life and character would seem incredible were it not 
that they are supported by the most carefully collected and classified 
data, with deductions conservatively made. And yet Chicago is 
believed to be no worse in this respect than other large cities. 

The American Federation for Sex Education and Hygiene has 
come none too soon. 

CERTAIN DISQUALIFICATIONS FOR MARRIAGE. 

In the year there has been unusual interest in the need of greater 
care in respect to physical and mental disqualifications for marriage, 
especially those due to sexual disease. The recent increase of knowl- 
edge concerning the subtle and prolonged effects of the milder of the 
venereal diseases is, as already intimated, creating serious and just 
alarm over the risks of marriage, and parents and others are anxiously 
looking for greater safeguards. Naturally, public opinion is turning 
in some quarters to greater legal protection. We, therefore, have 
compiled from the United States Report of 1909 on Marriage and 
Divorce the following summary of the data relating to disqualifica- 
tions for marriage other than those concerning age, the consent of 
parents, sexual competency, and matters connected with those points. 
Similar data for foreign countries were given in our Report for 1910. 

No Regulation by Statute. 

Thirteen states and territories make no regulation by statute. 
These are Alabama, Arizona, Colorado, Florida, Indian Territory, 
Louisiana, Maryland, Missouri, New Mexico, Pennsylvania, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, and Texas. But some of these states secure the 
aims of these restrictive measures through provisions in their divorce 
laws. 

Disqualifications in the Other States. 

Arkansas declares void all marriages when at the time either party 
is incapable of consenting to the marriage from want of understanding. 
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California provides for their annulmeM when either party is of 
unsound mind. 

Connecticut makes criminal marriages of the epileptic, imbecile, or 
feeble-minded. 

Delaware makes marriage with a person insane at the time void. 

The District of Columbia makes voidable the marriage of an idiot 
or person judged insane. 

Georgia declares the marriage of an insane person void. 

Idaho provides for the annulment of a marriage when either party 
is of an unsound mind. 

Illinois makes void the marriage of an insane person or idiot. 

Indiana provides that no license to marry shall be issued where 
either party is an imbecile, epileptic, of unsound mind, nor to any 
person who is or has been within five years an inmate of any county 
asylum or home for indigent persons, unless it satisfactorily appears 
that the cause of such condition has been removed and that such male 
applicant is able to support a family and likely to so continue; nor 
shall any license issue when either of the contracting parties is afiFected 
with a transmissible disease, or at the time of making application is 
under the influence of an intoxicating liquor or narcotic drug. (Act 
of April 15, 1905.) 

Iowa makes the marriage of the insane or idiotic subject to annul- 
ment. 

Kansas prohibits the marriage of an epileptic, imbecile, feeble- 
minded, or insane person except the woman be over forty -five years 
of age. 

Kentucky prohibits the marriage of an idiot or lunatic. 

Maine declares void the marriage of an insane or idiotic person. 

Massachusetts prohibits the marriage of insane persons or idiots. 

Michigan prohibits the marriage of insane persons and idiots. It 
also provides that no person who has been confined in any public 
institution or asylum as an epileptic, feeble-minded, imbecile, or in- 
sane patient shall be capable of contracting marriage unless before 
the issuance by the county clerk of the license to marry there be 
filed in the office of said county clerk a verified certificate from two 
regular physicians of the state that such person has been completely 
cured of such insanity, epilepsy, imbecihty, or feeble-mindedness and 
there is no probability that such person will transmit any of such 
defect or disability to the issue of such marriage. By an act of 1899 
persons afflicted with certain venereal diseases and not cured are 
forbidden to marry. 

Minnesota prohibits the marriage of a woman under the age of 
forty-five or a man of any age (except he marry a woman over forty- 
five) if either party is an epileptic, imbecile, feeble-minded, or afflicted 
with insanity. 

Montana provides for the annulment of marriages of persons of 
unsound mind. 
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Nebraska makes void marriages of those insane or idiotic at the 
time of marriage. 

Nevada makes voidable marriages where either party is incapable 
for want of understanding of assenting to the marriage unless there is 
voluntary cohabitation after such incapacity is removed. 

Neio Jersey prohibits any person who has been confined in any 
public asylum or institution as an epileptic, insane, or feeble-minded 
patient from intermarrying within the state without a certificate 
from two regular physicians. 

New York makes voidable marriages to which either party is 
incapable of consenting from want of understanding. 

North Carolina makes all marriages voidable where either party is 
incapable of contracting for want of will or understanding. 

North Dakota provides that marriages may be annulled when either 
party is of unsound mind, unless such party freely cohabits with the 
other party as husband or wife. 

Ohio provides that no marriage license shall be granted where 
either of the parties, applicants therefor, is an habitual drunkard, 
epileptic, imbecile, or insane, or who at the time of making applica- 
tion for said license is under the influence of any intoxicating liquor 
or drug. 

Oklahoma declares void the marriage of an insane person or idiot. 

Oregon makes voidable marriages where either party is incapable 
of contracting or consenting for want of suflScient understanding. 

Rhode Island declares marriages void when either party is an idiot 
or lunatic. 

South Carolina prohibits the marriage of idiots and lunatics. 

Utah prohibits the marriage of the insane and lunatic and those 
persons who have syphilis or gonorrhea and are uncured, and those 
having chronic epileptic fits. 

Vermont makes voidable marriages when either party is an idiot or 
lunatic, unless after the restoration of such persons to reason the 
parties voluntarily cohabited. 

Virginia makes voidable the marriage of the insane. 

Washington^ by act of 1909, prohibits the marriage of a common 
drunkard, an habitual criminal, the epileptic, imbecile, feeble-minded, 
an idiot or insane person, or one afflicted with pulmonary tuberculosis 
in its advanced stages, or any contagious venereal disease. 

West Virginia makes marriages of the insane voidable. 

Wisconsin both prohibits and makes void the marriage of the 
insane and idiotic and also makes them criminal. 

Wyoming prohibits the marriage of the insane and idiotic. 

Summary by Causes. 

Insanity, Lunacy, and Want of Understanding or Will to Consent, — 
Thirty-four states or jurisdictions make restrictions under some one 
of these terms; Arkansas, New York, North Carolina, and Oregon, 
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— Oregon using the last of the three terms given above. The other 
states are: California, Delaware, District of Columbia, Georgia, 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

The Imbecile and Feeble-Minded, — Eight states specify the imbecile 
or feeble-minded as follows : Connecticut, Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, 
Minnesota, New Jersey, Ohio, and Washington. 

Idiotic. — Fifteen states and the District of Columbia specify the 
idiotic as follows: District of Columbia, Illinois, Iowa, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi (providing divorce in such 
cases), Nebraska, Oklahoma, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Utah, 
Vermont, Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Incapable of Consent, — Four states put a restriction in this form: 
Arkansas, New York, North Carolina, and Oregon. 

Epilepsy. — Nine states specify epilepsy. They are Connecticut, 
Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, New Jersey, Ohio, Utah, 
and Washington. 

Drunkenness is named in the statutes of only two states as a bar to 
marriage. Ohio specifies habitual drunkenness and Washington the 
common drunkard. 

Venereal and other contagious diseases are a bar to marriage in four 
states. Indiana names only a transmissible disease and Michigan, 
by an act of 1899, and Utah and Washington, by acts of 1909, specify 
venereal diseases as a bar to marriage. 

The Indigent, — One state, Indiana, regulates with considerable 
care the marriage of the indigent. 

As the suggestion is frequently made that the marriage of those 
afflicted with venereal disease should be legally regulated, inquiry has 
been made into the working of the law on the subject in Michigan, — 
the only state that has had the law long enough to fairly test it. The 
testimony of leading men interested in checking these diseases is 
that the law has no practical value. It is easy to see why such a law 
must be to a great extent a failure and that our hope must rest on the 
influence of education, in various ways, and on the direct action of the 
parties to be married, their parents, pastors, and physicians. The 
evils are of a grave character, both on account of their wide preva- 
lence and their most serious effects on the parties immediately con- 
cerned and their descendants. But their legal prevention is difficult. 

THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 

Some extended statement was made a year ago on this subject. 
That year the Corresponding Secretary intimated that he could not 
allow another debt to accumulate. As no other person could readily 
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be found to take up the work, as much would come to him any way, 
-and the League by special vote requested his continued service, he 
decided to do what he could and accept as his salary such money as 
might be left after meeting the general expenses of the year. He has 
acted on this plan, makes no account of the deficit for 1910, a small 
one of $114.65, and accepts the $1,512.16 that is left, after meeting 
the other expenses of the past year, for his salary. He will continue, if 
desired, on the same basis for another year. 

DEATH OF OUR TREASURER. 

The League, as well as other philanthropic organizations and many 
public interests, has met a great loss in the sudden death, January 
14, 1912, of Mr. Wolcott H. Johnson, who for nearly eight years was 
our Treasurer. His faithful discharge of the duties of the oflSce, his 
unfailing courtesy, his personal interest in the work, together with the 
aid he gave us with his own contributions and those he directly or 
indirectly secured from others, greatly endeared him to us. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, 

Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts $1,710.09 

Expenses: 

Telephone and express $5.65 

Postage 35.50 

Printing 77.75 

Stationery 10.43 

Traveling 68.60 

Total general expense $197.93 

Paid to Rev. S. W. Dike on account of salary 1,512.16 

$1,710.09 

January 31, 1912. 

I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasurer, for the year ending 
December 31, 1911, with vouchers for the same, and find them correct. 

W. B. Herrick, Auditor. 

RECEIPTS. 

Jan. 4. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York, N. Y $50 00 

9. Pres. Wm. E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Center, Mass., 5 00 

14. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn 50 00 

23. Rev. C. H. Spalding, D.D., Cambridge, Mass 5 00 

23. Hon. Moses Giddings, Bangor, Me 5 00 

26. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

Total received in January $120 00 

Feb. 2. Frank Gaylord Cook, Cambridge, Mass $2 00 

3. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y 10 00 

7. Mrs. Frederick BUlings, New York, N. Y 110 00 

10. Rev. Claudius B. Spencer, D.D., Kansas City, Mo 5 00 

23. Prof. F. G. Peabody, D.D., LL.D., Cambridge, Mass., 10 00 

27. Hon. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston, Mass 5 00 

28. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, Boston, Mass 5 00 

28. Mrs. George H. Coriiss, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

28. Rev. W. P. Alcott, Boxford, Mass 2 00 

Total received in February $159 00 

March 1 . Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester, Mass $5 00 

1. Pres. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Hartford, Conn 10 00 

2. Rev. Daniel Merriman, D.D., Worcester, Mass 10 00 

2. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., LL.D., Trenton, N. J., 10 00 

2. Messrs. Ginn & Co., Boston, Mass 10 00 

3. Prof. Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn 25 00 

3. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., LL.D., St. Louis, Mo. . . 5 00 

3. Dr. Lucien Howe, Buffalo, N. Y 5 00 

4. Charles Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

4. Mrs. George Ripley, Andover, Mass 10 00 

4. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Buriington, Vt 5 00 

4. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5 00 
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arch 6. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Auburndale, Mass $10 00 

7. Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. . 3- 00 

7. Prof. A. B. Bassett, Hartford, Conn 5 00 

9. Hon. Walter George Smith, Philadelphia, Pa 5 00 

9. James C. Braman, Bangor, Me 10 00 

11. Mrs. John S. Kennedy, New York, N. Y 25 00 

11. St. Bartholomew's Church, New York, N. Y 50 00 

11. Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston, Mass 5 00 

15. Rev. William H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center, Mass. ... 5 00 

15. Old South Church, Boston, Mass 25 00 

15. St. Paul's Church, Boston, Mass 25 00 

21. Rev. John Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover, Mass 10 00 

22. Prof. Walter F. Wilcox, LL.D., Ithaca, N. Y 5 00 

28. Arba N. Lincobi, Fall River, Mass 5 00 

31. Rev. George L. Paine, Dorchester, Mass 5 00 

Total received in March $303 00 

3ril 1. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain, Mass $5 00 

5. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge, Mass 5 00 

14. Prof. Waldo S. Pratt, Hartford, Conn 3 00 

17. Rev. Horace Dutton, Auburndale, Mass 5 00 

18. Rt. Rev. William Lawrence, D.D., LL.D., Boston, Mass., 25 00 
27. " A Friend," Boston, Mass 50 00 

Total received in April $93 00 

ay 4. St. Paul's Church, Concord, N. H $5 00 

23. Prof. Samuel Hart, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5 00 

23. C. E. CUft, Ariington, Mass 5 00 

Total received in May $15 00 

ne 3. Mrs. R. H. Dana, Cambridge, Mass $5 00 

3. Edward Bok, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

10. George B. Knapp, Auburndale, Mass 10 00 

20. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, D.D., New York, N. Y 25 00 

Total received in June $65 00 

ly 8. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa $15 00 

11. Samuel V. Hoffman, Morristown, N. J 25 00 

17. Mrs. Morris K. Jesup, New York, N. Y 10 00 

19. Rev. Eliot White, New York, N. Y 2 00 

Total received in July $52 00 

ig. 10. R. S. Norris, Honolulu, Hawaii $5 00 

pt. 23. F. B. Marsh, New York, N. Y $10 00 

25. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

Total received in September $35 00 

Total received in the quarter $92 00 

t. 9. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown, Mass $10 00 

12. St. John's Church, Stamford, Conn 12 09 

16. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J 2 00 

16. " A Friend," Connecticut 5 00 

20. George Bumham, Sr., Philadelphia, 25 00 

20. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25 00 

21. Hon. Samuel B. Capen, LL.D., Boston, Mass 5 00 

21. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton, Mass 10 00 

Total received in October $94 09 
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Nov. 5. Rev. William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, N. H. . . $10 00 

7. Broadway Tabernacle, New York, N. Y 10 00 

11. Rathbone Gardner, Providence, R. 1 5 00 

11. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester, Mass 10 00 

15. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Aubumdale, Mass 25 00 

18. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New Yoric, N. Y 30 00 

18. Miss Grace Dodge, New York, N. Y 100 00 

18. E. P. Dutton, New York, N. Y 10 00 

20. Dr. William C. Rives, Washington, D. C 5 00 

20. Arthur Ret»d Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5 00 

20. Trinity Church, Boston, Mass 25 00 

21. St. John's Church, Providence, R. 1 20 00 

22. Prof. William North Rice, LL.D., Middletown, Conn. ... 5 00 

22. Prof. licverett W. Spring, D.D., Boston, Mass 5 00 

27. Robert C. Ogdcn, LL.D., New York, N. Y 25 00 

27. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester, Mass 3 00 

30. W. W. Lockwood, Riverside, Cal 5 00 

Total received in November 



Dec. 5. Hon. Robert H. Gardiner, Boston, Mass $10 00 1 

C. Rev. Francis Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 25 00 .?, 

7. Rev. William C. Gordon, Ph.D., Aubumdale, Mass 5 00 . ] 

7. Mrs. Gilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 500 \ 

7. Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston, Mass. 25 00 

7. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston, Mass 25 00 

11. Hon. John E. Parsons, New York, N. Y 25 00 ' 

12. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10 00 

14. Church of the Ascension, New York, N. Y 25 00 

14. Mrs. Alexander Mackay-Smith, Philadelphia, Pa 10 00 

14. Everett O. Fisk, Boston, Mass 5 00 

14. Prof. Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5 00 

14. Rev. Samuel C. Bushnell, Arlington, Mass 5 00 

15. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn 50 00 

15. Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn 10 00 

20. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield, Mass 10 00 

20. First Bai)tist Church, Newton Center, Mass 25 00 

20. Rev. Herbert Lathe, Prescott, Ariz 5 00 

20. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale, Mass 2 00 

21. Prof, diaries R. Henderson, D.D., Chicago, 111 2 00 

21. William H. Swift, Pittsfield, Mass 25 00 

21. Rt. Rev. W. A. Leonard, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio 10 00 

25. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston, Mass 5 00 

25. " A Friend," Thompson, Conn 5 00 

25. Hon. Arthur Wellman, ]\Ialden, Mass 5 00 

30. Hon. p:ibridgc Torrey, Boston, Mass 10 00 

30. Churcli of the Advent, Boston, Mass 10 00 

30. Rev. William T. :\ranning, D.D., New York, N. Y 10 00 

30. Guy ^I. Winslow, Ph.D., Aubumdale, Mass 5 00 

30. Arthur S. Jolmson, Boston, Mass 10 00 

30. Miss Editli Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5 00 

30. Artliur C. Fariey, Wellesley Hills, Mass 5 00 

30. Pres. (ioorge E. Horr, D.D., Newton Center, Mass 5 00 

30. Miss Maria R. J licks. Fall River, Mass 2 00 

30. Pres. George Harris, D.D., LL.D., Amherst, Mass 5 00 

30. Prof. Theodore S. Woolsey, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. . . 15 00 

30. Rev. Cornelius F. Patton, D.D., Newton, Mass 5 00 

30, Asvluni Hill Congregational Church, Hartford, Conn.. . 25 00 

30. *' A Friend," Chestnut Hill, Mass 25 00 

Total received in December $471jM 
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Minutes. 



Boston, January 29, 1913. 

The annual meeting of the National League for the Protection of 
the Family was held in the Diocesan House, 1 Joy Street, on Wednes- 
day at noon this day. 

Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., LL.D., a Vice-President, took 
the chair and offered prayer. Riev. C. H. Spalding, D.D., was 
chosen Recording Secretary pro tempore and read the Minutes 
of the last meeting. The Treasurer, Mr. Thornton O. M. Fay, 
made his report, which was referred to Mr. W. B. Herrick as auditor. 

It was voted that Dr. W. E. Huntington, chairman of the Execu- 
tive Committee, either alone or in cooperation with that committee, 
take such action as may seem best in regard to increasing the re- 
ceipts of the League for the coming year. 

The Corresponding Secretary then made his report, which was 
accepted and ordered printed. 

The Rev. Mr. Thayer, of St. Mark's School, Southboro, was 
elected a member of the League. 

The old board of officers, with the exception of the Rev. Dr. 
Merriman, deceased, was reelected. 

The meeting was then dissolved. 

C. H. SPALDING, 
Recording' Secretary pro tempore. 



Report of the Corresponding Secretary. 



Again what seemed for some time to be an unimportant year in 
our work has turned out to the contrary. Some most important 
steps have been taken in our field. Promising practical results 
are more apparent and the value of the League in its work of informa- 
tion, suggestion, and aid to cooperative work, both in the United 
States and in foreign countries, is evident. Its meager income 
is not allowed to keep it from usefulness. 

LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 

Very few legislatures were in session in 1912. So there was little 
legislation on the subject of the Family, but this was in the invariable 
direction of greater care. 

Maryland now requires that marriage licenses be obtained in all 
cases twenty-four hours before the marriage ceremony, instead of the 
five days recommended in the proposed Uniform Marriage Law, 
except in certain cases of emergency; that the license issue in the 
place of residence of one or both of the parties; or when both are non- 
residents, in the place where the ceremony is to be performed; that 
the required facts be given under oath, which the minister may also 
require, and that parental consent must be obtained in all cases 
where the parties are under the ages of twenty-one and eighteen 
years. Common-law marriages are, however, allowed contrary to 
the provisions of the proposed uniform law. 

Massachusetts provides now that the clerk issuing a marriage 
license may compel the applicant to make oath to the facts required 
for license. Divorced persons who remarry shall file or, if unable to 
do so, make a statement under oath concerning the date, cause, time 
and court granting it, of the facts concerning their divorce, if unable 
to get a copy of the original certified record of the divorce. This 
provision is in the same direction as that recommended by the 
Commissions on Uniform Legislation, but somewhat more stringent. 

Vermont adopts in substance the provisions of the proposed Uni- 
form Law preventing its citizens going to other states to evade 
its laws, or those of other states coming into Vermont with a like 
object. 

Virginia provides for notice of pending application for divorce to 
a party who may be residing outside the state. 



LEGISLATION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 

Portugal^ under its present government, introduced in November, 
1910, a system of divorce law much in accord with that of most of 
European countries and American states, though going farther in the 
direction of liberal divorce than many. For it adds divorce after 
separation for ten years by mutual consent, inveterate gambling 
habits, incurable contagious disease, or any disease which induces 
" sexual aberration." These causes are protected from abuse in the 
several ways more or less common in Europe. 

Switzerland. The Uniform Laws of 1876 seem, judging from the 
account in the London Times, to have been considerably modified, 
the important changes apparently being those affecting the property 
rights of married women, greatly extending them from the very 
restricted condition of earlier date, and in giving more rights to the 
mothers of illegitimate children. In case of divorce for adulten, 
the parties may be forbidden to remarry for three years. The 
marriageable age has been raised from eighteen to twenty years and 
from sixteen to eighteen. All persons under twenty-one must 
have the consent of parents or guardians, and even above that age 
if they have been deprived of their rights on account of drunkenness 
or extravagance. The new code provides for judicial separation as 
well as for divorce, the court deciding whether such separation shall 
be permanent or temporary. 

REPORT OF THE ENGLISH ROYAL COMMISSION ON 

DIVORCE. 

After nearly three years this report has been made to Parliament 
in five folio Blue Books of various size, containing the reports of the 
majority and minority of the committee. The report itself is con- 
tained in the smaller of the volumes and can be obtained of T. Fisher 
Unwin, London, W. C, for \s. 9d. The entire set costs 16^. 9d. 
The set ought to be in many of our large libraries. The Commission 
was remarkable for the eminence and representative character of its 
fourteen members and for the breadth and thoroughness of its re- 
searches. For example of the latter, the testimony on the interpreta- 
tion of the New Testament teaching by the ablest scholars in Eng- 
land and Scotland of all religious bodies, as well as the evidence given 
by Roman Catholics, Jews, and others, would make if printed sepa- 
rately a good-sized volume of great value. The same can be said of 
the presentation of law in England and many other countries and 
the wide range of facts and opinions as to its working. Nine of the 
Commission sign the report of the majority, with some qualifications 
by three of the nine, and three, the Archbishop of York, Sir William 
R. Anson, M.P., and Sir Lewis T. Dibdin, legal adviser to the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, make a dissenting report. The majority 
recommend the increase of the legal causes for divorce from the one 
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now allowed to six in all. These are essentially the same as those 
recommended by our Commission on a Uniform Divorce Law, except 
that the English add insanity, which has pretty much disappeared 
from our state laws. But they restrict divorce for habitual drunken- 
ness and for imprisonment very narrowly. The entire Commission 
recommend that men and women be put on an equality of privilege 
in obtaining divorce, and all would increase in some way the facilities 
of the poor beyond those now aflForded by the one divorce court. 

UNIFORM LEGISLATION. 

While there is nothing to report under this head except a proposed 
act making marriages in violation of the laws of any state that are 
contracted in another state with the purpose of evading the law of 
one's own state null and void, there is a tendency towards the adop- 
tion from time to time and here and there of the provisions of the 
proposed Uniform Marriage and Divorce Laws recommended by the 
Commissions on uniform legislation. An instance of this is the act 
of the Vermont legislature, already noted. 

But we must not think that the plan of uniformity through the 
slow method of the cooperation of the states rather than by an 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States is a failure. 
For influence of the proposed Uniform Law is by no means limited 
to its adoption as a whole. In the twenty years or so in which pro- 
posed uniform acts on various subjects have been before the legisla- 
tures of the states, " at least the following have been enacted into law. 
The Negotiable Instruments Act has been adopted in 40 States and 
Territories, including the District of Columbia and the Philippine 
Islands; the Warehouse Receipts Act in 21 states, the District of 
Columbia, and the Philippine Islands; the Bill of Sales Act in 10 
states; an Act relating to Wills Executed without the State in 6 
states; the Stock Transfer Act in 5 states; the Bills of Lading Act 
in 8 states; the Uniform Divorce Act in 3 states; and the Desertion 
Act in 4 states." 

The report of the president of the Commissions on Uniformity 
adds that ** although the attention of the Conference has been 
principally concentrated in recent years on subjects of commercial 
importance, the subjects of Marriage and Licenses to marry. Deser- 
tion and Non-Support, and Wills have received special consideration." 
Contrary to popular impression, marriage and divorce laws were 
found among the most difficult subjects to deal with, and accordingly 
were for some years purposely left untouched until the general plan 
could be put in working order and its feasibility demonstrated. The 
public needs to be informed again and again that marriage and divorce 
are the most difficult of subjects on which to secure uniformity in a 
country of people widely apart in their social traditions and legal 
methods. It also needs to be repeated that the lack of uniformity 



of marriage and divorce law, serious as the evil from it may be, is 
a small part of even the legislative problem. The soundness of 
this opinion, though evidently a surprise to its members, was recog- 
nized in the testimony before the English Commission. The League 
has done more than any other agency to demonstrate this fact. 

DIVORCE REFORM IN CALIFORNIA. 

Within the last two years, two movements for divorce reform have 
been going on in California. One of these has taken up the project 
of uniformity through an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, and the legislature went so far as to instruct its repre- 
sentatives in Congress to move for that measure notwithstanding that 
the state had been committed to uniformity through the coop)eration 
of the several states by its own commission on uniform legislation. 
Whether this step was taken in ignorance of the facts in the case, 
or in the conviction that the latter method was impracticable and that 
the lack of uniformity is a more serious source of the evil than it has 
been shown to be, is not quite clear. 

The most vigorous and promising of these two movements is that 
of the Commission of Southern California on Marriage and Divorce, 
led by if not wholly composed of clergymen of the various churches in 
Southern California. It has made a study of the three counties 
containing the cities of Los Angeles, San Francisco, and Oakland. 
It found that in these three counties more than 3,600 petitions for 
divorce had been filed in the year 1909 alone, and that Los Angeles 
County had filed more than 1,800 in 1910. Their circular says that 
** in the majority of these cases fraud and perjury are freely commit- 
ted in order to obtain a decree on false grounds where no legal ground 
for separation exists." ** It is the immediate purpose of the Com- 
mission on Marriage and Divorce to uncover the fraud and punish 
the perjurer; to provide for the punishment of adultery according 
to law, and to prevent fraudulent marriages." Through the co- 
operation of the judiciary it is hoped to secure some laws to reduce 
these evils. 

According to a newspaper dispatch, 5,577 divorced persons were 
remarried by ministers of the various churches, the figures being 
given for each denomination. '* Of the larger denominations, the 
lowest number of such marriages, 44, was by Episcopal rectors, 
while Hebrew clergymen are next with 111, and Roman Catholic 
are credited with 188." These are astonishing statements, and 
sliould, like all newspaper statements on such subjects, be verified 
before acceptance. 

COURTS OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS. 

Our report a year ago referred to such courts in Chicago and New 
York One has just begun work in Boston. We are now able to 
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give some account of the work of the first two, especially that of 
Chicago, whose first annual report has lately appeared. All these 
courts are simply divisions of the regular municipal courts, and needed 
no statutory provision for their creation. Among the several objects 
of the court in Chicago, the official report says, are these: ** To make 
the court equally as good an agent to keep husband and wife together, 
and thus give the children the home influence, as it has been an agent 
in separating them. To inaugurate a system whereby delinquent 
deserters may be promptly compelled to support their wives and 
children, thus fordng the one upon whom that obligation rests to 
perform that duty and so relieve the charitable public of another 
burden. To exercise a watchful care over deserving and unfortunate 
women and children, by seeing that they are placed under the care of 
some person or organization that will extend to them such help, 
advice, and direction that will put them in the way of becoming self- 
sustained. To keep a complete record regarding each case, so that 
in time, from the composite whole, some useful results may be ob- 
tained and some beneficial laws enacted." 

The work of the court is predicated, the report says, ** on the 
theory that the family is the unit around which all that is good for 
the individual, the city, the state, and the nation must center." 
Many charitable organizations of the city are named for their hearty 
cooperation with the court in its work. The court has a woman as a 
social secretary. It recommends that non-support rather than mere 
desertion be made the principal offense of the two, and that ** some 
delinquent husband-finding bureau be established in connection with 
the court." It is estimated, on the basis of data covering half the 
subject, that $75,000 have within the year gone to the support of 
women and children that otherwise would have been spent elsewhere 
while the families were objects of charity. 

*' Many cases in which evidence for prosecution is lacking are 
referred to various benevolent societies for investigation, and very 
few of these come into court. A severe warning in most of these 
cases proves sufficient." '* One of the most important features of 
this work is the large number of people in the incipient stage of 
domestic trouble whose cases call for advice and arbitration of 
diflferences. During the year there were 980 interviews with husband 
or wife, and often with both, where a separation was imminent. 
These cases often require different modes of treatment, but frequently 
the advice and admonition of one looked upon as being in authority 
seems to smooth away much of the trouble, which is often very 
trivial. In these cases very few ever returned for court action." 
Judge Charles N. Goodnow and his assistants are enthusiastic over 
the work, though it is as yet incompletely organized. 



A COURT PROCTOR FOR DIVORCE CASES. 

Kansas City has had one of the highest divorce rates in the country. 
But the experiment of a court proctor is promising to be one of the 
most beneficent measures yet adopted in divorce reform. It is his 
duty to make investigation of uncontested cases out of court, and 
report his findings to the court trying the case. He gets at the latent 
facts in the case, especially those concerning residence, possible 
collusion between the parties, and their character. He also makes 
efforts at reconciliation. The result so far is, tha-t while during the 
year preceding that in which this method has been in operation 
there were 1,224 divorces granted in the county, under the new system 
only 881 were granted in the same time. The proctor thinks that 
some 40 or 50 cases of reconciliation have been reported. Other 
parties who have separated have come together without taking their 
cases into court. The work has been limited because a larger force 
is needed to investigate the cases. The proctor writes, " I am sure 
there is no other work that needs the attention that divorces do at 
the present time." Whether it will cost more to investigate cases 
than to try them or not, the saving to society by the process must be 
very considerable. 

Our former reports have called attention to a common practice in 
Europe of careful and repeated efforts at reconciliation, and some 
of our judges of their own motion make them, yet we lack statu- 
tory provision for them, and desertion, non-support, and cruelty 
are inadequately punished among us. If we could reduce divorces 
for these causes by reconciliations and adequate penalties thoroughly 
enforced, we should lower our divorce rate very materially. 



STUDY OF THE DECLINING POPULATION OF FRANCE. 

The French Government has provided for the appointment of a 
commission of experts for the study, in the most comprehensive and 
thorough manner, of the reasons for the decline of population, the 
studies hitherto made being half hearted, resulting in ineffectual 
measures. The grand commission will be divided into five sub- 
commissions. Such topics are named for its work as marriage and 
divorce laws, the effect of the birth rate on recruiting and army 
organization, infanticide and kindred evils, infantile mortality, 
intemperance and tuberculosis, together with questions of assistance 
to mothers and of the proper education of the sexes, and the best 
means to encourage larger families and how to help those which have 
become too large for the financial means of the parents. 

The work of such a commission will be valuable for this country as 
well as for France for at least two reasons. It will throw light on the 
declining family of the older stock among us and on the decline that 
may threaten us all along the line. This movement will be watched 
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with the keenest interest. For what has been going on in France in 
a marked degree has evidently begun in other countries. We have 
yet to gain a scientific knowledge of the treatment that the family 
needs. 



FURTHER STATISTICS OF MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

The Secretary of the League read by request a paper before the 
Demography Section of the International Congress of Hygiene and 
Demography in Washington in September. As a result of that and 
further consultation the Congress passed, among its very few reso- 
lutions recommending action, one in favor of the more frequent 
collection of statistics of Marriage and Divorce. There seems 
to be much reason to think that this work can be done in the 
United States annually for a period of twenty years at little more 
than its cost for a single collection at the end of the period. The 
matter will be brought before Congress next winter in the hope of 
favorable action. 

Meanwhile, for the convenience of students, a table is printed 
on the following pages giving statistics of such states and countries 
as are available for the purpose for the five years smce 1906, the last 
covered in our summary for forty years, which can be sent to any 
who desire it. 

Since the above was in type the statistics of Reno, Nev., have 
come to us. These show that there were granted in the county 
containing Reno, 483 divorces in 1912, against 427 the year before, 
the marriages being less than 300. But the good news also comes 
that the Governor of Nevada has recommended that the term of 
residence before a divorce can be obtained be increased from ninety 
days, the present term, to one year. It is hoped that the legisla- 
ture will enact the recommendation into law and so remove this 
blot on the good name of Nevada. 
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I Marriages Divorces 

Maine ' 6.380 ! 887 

NVw HampHliiro 4,546 ; 522 

Vermont 3.25* i 382 

Masstu-hiisetts ' 31,055 ! 1,932 

Rhode Island 5,639 , 398 

ronneoticut | 9,763 596 

New England i 60,637 4,71 7 

Indiana ' 29,804 3,980 

Ohio 46,385 4,974 

Michigan 27,940 3,107 

California 22,734 2,177 

Total of Four States \ 126,863 14,238 

Foreign Countries: | 

Austria ' 2,370 

Australia 409 

New Zealand 147 

Belgium 59,660 841 

Denmark 662 

England and Wales 598 

Scotland 197 

Canada 24 

France • - ■ ■ ...... 

Japan 61,193 

Switzerland 27,660 1,494 



Marriages 



5,904 
4,098 
3,052 
27,071 
4,941 
8,565 



53,631 



26,990 
46,142 
25,965 
22,238 



121,335 



315,928 
27,634 



Note. The Catholic population of the New En^and States i 
of the total jHipnlalion in 1910. Divorce among Catholics is infr* 



P) 



) 1909 


1910 


1911 


=; Marriages 


Divorces 


Marriages 


Divorces 


Marriages 


Divorces 


6,011 
4,079 
3,080 
29,002 
5,402 
9,259 


957 
530 
395 
1,739 
514 
575 


5,900 
5,110 
2,993 

30,710 
4,558 

10,103 


911 
555 
369 
1,929 
502 
568 


5,878 
4,340 
3,195 

32,051 
4,495 

10,748 


985 
588 
334 
2,137 
482 
678 


56,833 


4,710 


59,374 


4,834 


60,707 


5,204 


28,525 
41,308 
27,353 
22,244 


4,194 
5,034 
3,495 

3,087 


30,677 
43,779 
29,039 
23,645 


4,632 
5,330 
3,716 
3,334 


30,345 
45,294 
28,859 
25,991 


4,920 
5,477 
4,125 
3,700 


119,430 


15,810 


127,140 


17,012 


130,489 


18,222 


57,126 

307,951 
24,470 


466 
163 
1,039 
734 
685 

51 
12,874 

1,534 


309,289 
27,346 


1,089 
749 

13,049 
1,527 







Ven in the official statistics of the church as 2,376,155, or 36.2 per cent. 
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EDUCATIONAL WORK FOR THE FAMILY. 

There has been a marvelous change in the attention given to the 
family in the last thirty years. The rise and general diffusion of 
sociological study, which on the theoretical scientific side comes 
almost wholly within this period, the rapid development of household 
economics along scientific combined with practical lines, the work of 
philanthropy in all its manifold forms, and the discoveries that 
educators, business men, and religious leaders have made of the 
dependence of their several interests on the home, have combined 
to make the problems of the Home and Family seem among the most 
important of all social studies. Attention to the family is growing 
on every side, though it still needs much more careful study for method 
of treatment. 

Two or three illustrations from the issues of the year may be given. 
The able and thorough-going report of the Vice Commission of 
Chicago issued in 1911 is bearing good fruit, in the way it is leading 
to action in Chicago and elsewhere. The refusal of the clergy of 
the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral of Chicago to marry jjersons 
unless they can show that they are free from the diseases of sex has 
received the widest attention. Scientific journals have been es- 
pecially hearty in commendation of the object and method, the 
latter being, however, in the minds of some, of doubtful practical 
enforcement. The first annual report of the Social Hygiene Society 
of Portland, Ore., is an example of a most wholesomely managed 
movement by the most reputable citizens of all callings for vigorous 
dealing with the local problem. The Massachusetts Society for 
Sex Education, with Dr. Henry P. Walcott at the head of its execu- 
tive committee, and men like President Eliot, Bishop Lawrence, 
and others of like character, on it, backed with the support of leading 
financiers of Boston, promises great usefulness. There were numer- 
ous papers read in the great International Congress of Demography 
and Hygiene in Washington, the last of September, which will probably 
appear in full in the four volumes of its Proceedings now in press. 
These are indications of the serious way in which a most delicate yet 
important problem is being attacked, and indicate that it is fast 
being taken out of the hands of well-meaning but not always wise 
leadership. 

Mention should be made here of a little, inexpensive book on the 
Family in its Sociological Aspects, by Prof. J. Q. Dealey, of Brown 
University, Houghton, Mifflin Company, Boston. The Family 
and Social Work, by Edward T. Devine, New York, is just out. 
There are also one or two admirable chapters on the Family in 
Sociology in its Psychological Aspects, by Prof. C. A. EUwood, of 
the University of Missouri, which can be read with profit. 
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THE CHURCH ON THE FAMILY. 

The Federal Council of Churches, perhaps the most important 
single representative at present of the Protestant churches of the 
country, issued early in the year an address to the churches of the 
country on the Family, written at the special request of the committee 
on the subject, by your Corresponding Secretary. This, as our last 
report noted, commended the following, — uniform marriage and 
divorce laws such as are now in process of enactment by the states; 
comity between churches ** so that persons who cannot be married 
by their own ministers will not resort to those of other churches for 
that object; great care in the marriage of persons unknown to the 
officiating clergyman and of those who are morally or physically 
unfit for married life; and attention to the terrible evils of sexual 
vice by the clergy, teachers, and parents, in ways that are wise and 
efficient." 

We are told that this circular had an unusually wide circulation. 
At the late quadrennial meeting of the Council in Chicago, this 
utterance was reaffirmed and the statement added that " the Church 
stands for the proper regulation of marriage, proper housing, the 
abolition of child labor, the fullest possible development for every 
child, especially by the provision of proper education and recreation, 
and for regulation of the conditions of toil for women as shall safe- 
guard the physical and moral health of the community." 



SOME STRIKING FACTS AND OPINIONS. 

In a recent unpublished paper. Prof. Charles A. EUwood, of the 
University of Missouri, has given some data and opinions that deserve 
careful consideration. Starting with the statement that ** the crux of 
the problem of the modern family lies in the divorce question, since 
divorce is the expression of an unstable family life," he gives some fig- 
ures which he has carefully collected from original sources. From these 
he estimates that illegal desertions and separations among the very 
poor in the United States are about four times the number of divorces 
in the same class of people. He would add twenty per cent, to the 
divorces for this cause. He finds on investigation that reform schools 
and homes for dependent children in the sections he has investi- 
gated are largely filled with children from broken or demoralized 
homes. He found that in 34 reform schools which sent adequate 
replies to his letters, out of 7,575 children in them, 29.6 per cent, 
came from homes in which there had been divorce or desertion. The 
statistics of four juvenile courts dealing with 4,278 children report 
that 23.4 per cent, of the number came from families in which father 
and mother were separated by desertion or divorce. Thirty-two 
institutions whose professed policy is to take destitute children, 
whether orphans or not, showed that, out of 3,495 children, 24.7 
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per cent, were from families in which there had been desertion or 
divorce, while only 47.5 per cent, were either orphans or half orphans. 
He advocates Courts of Domestic Relations all over the United 
States. 

He states very positively, what many have suspected to be the 
real truth, that the increase of divorce is not so much a protest against 
domestic tyranny as showing a growing belief in what he calls a 
** varied monogamy." He says — what every one must suspect 
to be the fact — that divorce by mutual consent is common, that 
the contract theory of marriage is growing in the West, and that the 
ideals of marriage and the family are changing. Industrial con- 
ditions, city life and its vices are bad. These facts and opinions 
are commended to the attention of those interested in the burdens 
of taxation and the increase of corrupting social conditions. 

The receipts for the year were $1,498.86 and the general expenses 
$185.15, leaving $1,313.71 for the salary of the Corresponding 
Secretary. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SAMUEL W. DIKE, Corresponding Secretary. 
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Treasurer's Report. 



Receipts $1,498.86 

Expenses: 

Express and telephone $9.35 

Postage 39.00 

Printing 84.75 

Stationery 10.55 

Traveling 41.50 

Paid to Rev. S. W. Dike on account of salary 1,313.71 

eSil,498.8() 

January 29, 1913. 

I have this day examined the foregoing accounts of the Treasiu^r for the year 
ending December 31, 1912, with vouchers for the same, and find them correct. 

W. B. Herrick, Auditor. 

KECEIPT8. 

Jan. 5. Mrs. Wallace H. Camp, Waterbury, Conn $50.00 

10. State Street Church, Portland, Me 10.00 

17. Philip Wilner, Auburndale 2.00 

23. Rev. William H. Cobb, D.D., Newton Center 5.00 

24. Rev. C. II. Spalding, D.D., Cambridge 5.00 

24. Henry B. Day, West Newton 25.00 

26. Hon. Seth Low, LL.D., New York 50.00 

Total received in January $147.00 

Feb. 6. Alfred T. White, Brooklyn, N. Y $10.00 

16. Arthur T. Lyman, Boston 5.00 

14. Jerome C. Borden, Fall River 5.00 

19. Mrs. George H. Corliss, Providence, R. 1 10.00 

19. Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, LL.D., New York 30.00 

19. Hon. Robert H. Gardiner, Gardiner, Me 10.00 

19. Mrs. Frederick Billings, New York 100.00 

20. Edward M. Gallaudet, LL.D., Hartford, Conn 10.00 

20. Rev. Thomas W. Thompson, Worcester 5.00 

20. Rt. Rev. A. C. A. Hall, D.D., Burlington, Vt 5.00 

21. Prof. Francis G. Peabody, D.D., LL.D., Cambridge. . . 10.00 

21. Rt. Rev. William Crosswell Doane, D.D., Albany, N. Y. 10.00 

22. Rev. William P. Alcott, Boxford 2.00 

22. Rev. Charles F. Dole, Jamaica Plain 5.00 

22. Rt. Rev. John Scarborough, D.D., Trenton, N.J 10.00 

24. Rt. Rev. Daniel S. Tuttle, D.D., LL.D., St. Louis, Mo. 5.00 

26. Hon. Walter George Smith, Philadelphia, Pa 5.00 

Total received in February $237.00 
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March t. Mrs. William G. Benedict, Boston $5.00 

6. Charies Morris Smith, Providence, R. 1 10.00 

7. Messrs. Ginn & Co., Boston 10.00 

8. Rev. F. N. Peloubet, D.D., Aubumdale 10.00 

9. Old South Church, Boston 25.00 

11. Rev. Claudius B. Spencer, D.D., Kansas City, Mo 10.00 

11. Prof. Henry W. Famam, R.P.D., New Haven, Conn . . 25.00 

12. James C. Braman, Bangor, Me 5.00 

16. Rt. Rev. Chauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Hartford, Conn. 3.00 

23. Prof. Austin B. Bassett, D.D., Hartford, Conn 5.00 

29. Rev. George L. Paine, New Haven, Conn. 5.00 

30. Prof. Walter F. Willcox, LL.D., Ithaca, N. Y 5.00 

30. Rev. Austin Phelps Taylor, D.D., Andover, Mass 10.00 

30. A. N. Lincohi, Fall River 5.00 

Total received in March $133.00 

April 6. Rev. Horace Dutton, Aubumdale $10.00 

9. Rev. Anson Phelps Stokes, Jr., New Haven, Conn. . . . 5.00 

24. Rt. Rev. WilKam Lawrence, D.D.. LL.D., Boston 25.00 

Total received in April $40.00 

May 9. St. Paul's Church, Boston $25.00 

June 3. '* A Friend," Boston $50.00 

8. Prof. Samuel Hart, D.D., Middletown, Conn 5.00 

22. Edward Bok, Philadelphia, Pa 25.00 

24. Rev. D. Stuart Dodge, D.D., New York, N. Y 25.00 

Total received in June $105.00 

July 2. Mrs. C. P. Turner, Philadelphia, Pa $25.00 

3. George B. Knapp, Auburndale 10.00 

8. C. E. Clift, Arlington 5.00 

12. Stuart Wood, Philadelphia, Pa 15.00 

25. Prof. L. W. Spring, D.D., Boston 5.00 

26. Rev. George B. Johnson, Burlington, Vt 5.00 

Total received in July $65.00 

Sept. 26. F. B. Marsh, New York, N. Y $10.00 

30. " A Friend," Connecticut 5.00 

30. St. John's Parish, Stamford, Conn 11.41 

30. From a Contributor 18.45 

Total received in September $44.86 

Oct. 10. George Burnham, Sr., Philadelphia, Pa $25.00 

10. George Bumham, Jr., Philadelphia, Pa 25.00 

14. St. Paul's Church, Concord, N. H 5.00 

16. Rev. John H. Denison, D.D., Williamstown, Mass 10.00 

30. Rev. John G. Davenport, D.D., Waterbury, Conn. . . . 10.00 

31. Herbert A. Wilder, Newton 5.00 

Total received in October $80.00 

Nov. 7. " A Happy Family " $5.00 

9. Pres. William J. Tucker, D.D., LL.D., Hanover, N. H. 10.00 
7. Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N.J 2.00 

14. Rev. W. Spooner Smith, Worcester, Mass 10.00 

IG. Miss Grace H. Dodge, New York, N. Y 100.00 

18. Miss Lucy W. Burr, Auburndale 25.00 

18. Arthur Reed Kimball, Waterbury, Conn 5.00 

19. St. John's Church, Providence, R.I 20.00 
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:ov. 19. Trinity Church, Boston $25.00 

22. E. P. Dutton, New York 5.00 

26. Broadway Tabernacle, New York, N. Y 10.00 

30. Prof. WiUiam North Rice, LL.D., Middletown, Conn. . 5.00 

Total received in November $222.00 

>ec. 3. Mrs. John S. Brigham, Worcester $3.00 

4. W. W. Lockwood, Riverside, Cal 5.00 

5. Wilham B. Herrick, Aubumdale 10.00 

5. Rev. Francis Goodwin, D.D., Hartford, Conn 25.00 

5. Mrs. Oilman C. Hill, Waterbury, Conn 5.00 

6. Miss Edith Woolsey, New Haven, Conn 5.00 *- 

9. St. Stephen's Church, Providence, R. 1 10.00 

9. Prof. Theodore S. Woolsey, LL.D., New Haven, Conn. 15.00 

10. Everett O. Fisk, Boston 5.00 

11. Hon. John E. Parsons, New York, N. Y 25.00 

14. Mrs. Wolcott H. Johnson, Boston 20.00 

14. Prof. Williston Walker, D.D., New Haven, Conn 5.00 

16. Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, LL.D., New Haven, Conn.. . 50.00 

16. Mrs. David P. Kimball, Boston 25.00 

16. Rev. S. C. Bushnell, Arlington 5.00 

18. St. Stephen's Church, Pittsfield 10.00 

19. Church of the Ascension, New York, N. Y 25.00 

19. Rev. Frederick B. Allen, Boston 5.00 

19. " A Friend," Brooklme 20.00 

20. Rev. James W. Bixler, D.D., New London, Conn 10.00 

21. Rev. E. E. Strong, D.D., Aubumdale 2.00 

23. William H. Swift, Pittsfield 25.00 

23. Rt. Rev. W. A. Leonard, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio 10.00 

27. Miss M. Josephine Allen, Boston 5.00 

27. Rev. William T. Manning, D.D., New York, N. Y. . . . 10.00 

27. Dr. Guy M. Winslow, Aubumdale 5.00 

27. Rev. W. C. Gordon, Ph.D., Aubumdale 5.00 

28. Rev. Herbert Lathe Prescott, Arizona 5.00 

30. Hon. Elbridge Torrey, Boston 10.00 

30. Hon. Arthur H. Wellman, Maiden 5.00 

31. Rev. Cornelius B. Patton, D.D., Newton 5.00 

31. State Street Church, Portland, Me 10.00 

31. Rev. W. E. Huntington, LL.D., Newton Center 5.00 

31. Robert C. Ogden, LL.D., New York, N. Y 25.0« 

Total for December $410.00 
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Notes. 



1. Our Reports for the years 1890, 1892, 1897, and 1901-12 are 
the only ones that can now be supplied. The Report for 1905 is a 
" Review of Twenty-Five Years," giving a summary of the mow- 
nient regarding the family and our work for that period, and will be 
freely sent to all who ask for it. 

2. The Report of the Census Office on Marriage and Divorce in 
the United States and some twenty foreign countries, in two volumes, 
can be had on application to the Director of the Census, Washingtoii» 
D. C. 

3. A summary of this Report, of twenty pages, has been prepared 
by the League and will be sent to all who may write the Secretaiy 
for it, enclosing a postage stamp. Two or three others may be soiL 

4. The attention of all is invited to the report of the Treasurer 
and the need it shows of immediate and generous aid for our woit , 

Every friend of the home is invited to give us a modest place, at 
least, in his annual charities. The work of all benevolent societies 
is aided by everything that is done for the home. The League needs 
an immediate endowment. A form of bequest may be found on tie 
third page of the cover. 

5. Associate Annual Membership is ofiFered to all proper persoosi 
both ladies and gentlemen, on payment of five dollars for the ycaTf 
to be renewed at the pleasure of the subscriber. Such members 
members in full for the time. 

6. The Treasurer, Mr. Thornton O. M. Fay, care of the Net: 
England Trust Company, Boston, Mass., will gladly acknowledge aft 
contributions. All other correspondence should be addressed to Be?. 
Samuel W. Dike, LL.D., Auburndale, Mass., to whom contributioiii 
may also be sent. It iviU greatly relieve us if contribiUions can be sut 
earlier than the autumn months. 
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Boston, March 29, 191 5. 

Pursuant to notice authorized by the chairman of the 
Executive Committee, and duly issued by the Corresponding 
Secretary, the annual meeting of the National League for the 
Protection of the Family was held at the Diocesan House, 
Monday, March 29, 1915, at 12 noon. 

The meeting was called to order by Dr. William E. Hunt- 
ington, and prayer was offered by Reverend John L. Sewall. 
The minutes of the last meeting were read and approved. 

The Treasurer's report was read and approved. On mo- 
tion duly seconded it was voted to refer the Treasurer's re- 
port to the Auditor for examination. 

A minute prepared by Dr. Francis G. Peabody as to the 
former Secretary Samuel W. Dike was presented to the meet- 
ing. On motion duly seconded it was voted that the minute 
be adopted and spread upon the records of the League and a 
copy sent to Mrs. Dike. 

On motion duly seconded it was voted that Article 3 of 
the Constitution be amended according to notice in the call 
for the meeting, to read as follows : 

Article 3. The membership of the League shall 
consist of the original signers of the Constitution who 
shall be empowered to fill vacancies and add to their 
number. All who contribute in any year to its finan- 
cial support shall be enrolled as annual members. 
The report of the Corresponding Secretary was then read 
and approved. On motion duly seconded it was voted to re- 
fer the report to a committee to consist of Messrs. Frank Gay- 
lord Cook, George P. Dike, and the Corresponding Secretary; 
and to authorize said Committee to prepare the report for pub- 
lication and publish the same. 

On motion duly seconded it was then voted to proceed to 
the election of officers for the ensuing year; and on written 
ballot duly cast the following persons were elected officers of 
the League (see list on a preceding page). 
Voted to adjourn. 

GEORGE P. DIKE, 

Recording Secretary Pro Tempore. 



In Memoriam 



Adopted by the League at Its Annual Meeting, March 29, 1915. 

Samuel Warren Dike, Secretary of the National League 
for the Protection of the Family, died at Aubumdale, Mass., 
December 3, 1913, in the seventy-fourth year of his age. Dr. 
Dike was the creator of the League and the agent of its activ- 
ities. He had gained distinction through his participation 
with Colonel Carroll D. Wright in compiling and editing 
the remarkable Report of the United States Bureau of Labor 
on the Statistics of Marriage and Divorce, which has been 
recognized in all countries as the most monumental contri- 
bution ever made to this subject. The experience and saga- 
city of Dr. Dike found a new opportunity through the organ- 
ization of the Divorce Reform League, which soon adopted 
the more constructive title which it now bears. The reports 
of the Secretary at once became the most trustworthy of 
annual summaries of legislation; and scholars, teachers an^ 
preachers in all parts of this country profited by the compil- 
ation and drew their lessons from the facts which were so 
industriously collated. With meagre support from a limited 
group of sympathetic friends, Dr. Dike continued to issue 
these bulletins until the year of his death; and they remain 
as permanent testimonies to his fidelity and persistency, and 
give a singularly complete character to his advocacy of do- 
mestic continuity and restraint. 

Dr. Dike's character was modest, self-effacing and gener- 
ous in all his relations with his colleagues and with the pro- 
blems with which he was concerned ; but he was, on the other 
hand, tenacious of his opinions, clear in his judgments and 
firm in his faith. The League, which he founded, existed in 
large part through the affectionate confidence which was 
felt in him ; and its future must be largely determined by the 
perpetuation both of the methods which he followed and of 
the spirit which his life expressed. 



Report of the Corresponding Secretary 



For a third of a century a yearly record of effort and 
achievement in behalf of the Family has come from the pen' 
of the eminent scholar and investigator who since the be- 
ginnings of this organization has continued to guide its activ- 
ities, most of which centered in his personal labors. After 
the annual meeting of 191 3 Dr. Dike rendered service up to 
the measure of his strength until very near his death in De- 
cember of that year. In September, 1914, the present Sec- 
retary took up the work of the League, studying the condi- 
tions of the field of the society's activities, consulting with 
its members and others engaged in social welfare work, and 
considering with the Executive Committee ways and means 
for maintaining and developing this movement which for 
thirty-four years has made such constant and large gifts to 
the common good. 

The wide circle of the League's influence is indicated 
by the character and geographical location of those seeking 
its help. Every section of our land, and even foreign coun- 
tries, continue to ask for the reports and literature of the 
League, and frequently for facts which its resources have not 
enabled it to procure. Librarians, wishing to keep unbroken 
files of these reports, clergymen and theological students, 
collegians, especially in the south and central west; special 
investigators, lawyers, judges and editors are among those 
sending to it for light upon the great problems of the family. 
In addition to these inquiries the Secretary has received calls 
and found opportunities in colleges and theological seminaries 
for addresses upon various phases of the subject. 

As stated in its Constitution, this League directs its 
study and effort along two lines ; — first, the protection of the 
Family from attacks which threaten its stability; and second, 
the promotion of the efficiency of the institution of the Family 
as one of the fundamental forces of society. Obtaining and 
diffusing information concerning laws and usages of differ- 
ent States of the Union and of foreign lands, as regards the 
legal requisites for marriage and its proper dissolution, has 



occupied a large share of its service. The need for such 
work has by no means lessened and is likely to continue; 
but it is more than ever evident that divorce is a symptom 
rather than a disease, and that diagnosis is not cure. Though 
relatively few changes have been made in laws during the last 
few years, we must still begin at this point, and pass in re- 
view recent enactments. 

Marriage Licenses and Registration. 

It is a well-recognized fact that the failure of many mar- 
riages is due to causes and conditions prior to or connected 
with their making. Impulsive haste on the part of appli- 
cants and their concealment of facts which should postpone 
or prevent marriage have caused the wreckage of many a 
home. One of the tasks of the Committee on Marriage and 
Divorce Laws of the National Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws, has been the drafting of a model statute on the 
subject of marriage licenses. The last two years have wit- 
nessed encouraging progress toward higher standards in this 
direction. Delaware and Kansas have adopted entirely new 
systems of registration and the issuing of marriage licenses; 
Michigan, Indiana and New York have introduced improve- 
ments in these respects. New Hampshire now requires an 
interval of five days and Delaware of four days between the 
application for and the granting of the license. In New Jer- 
sey license fees are henceforth to go to the funds for poor 
relief. The importance of full and reliable information, sup- 
ported when needful by affidavits, is being increasingly recog- 
nized. 

In Hawaii the requisites for making a marriage contract 
have been revised, raising the permitted age of marriage for 
males from seventeen to eighteen years, and of females from 
fourteen to fifteen ; in Kansas a like change has been made, 
the age for males now being eighteen years, and for females 
sixteen. Kansas, Mississippi and Montana have raised the 
age of consent; and stringent white slave traffic laws have 
been passed in Arkansas, Kansas and New Mexico. 

Forbidden Marriages. 

The "sanitary marriage" law of Wisconsin has re- 
ceived wide pu'blicity. In the face of opposition and ridicule 
and varied efforts to make the working of the law difficult, 
the Supreme Court of Wisconsin has declared its constitu- 
tionality (Peterson vs. Widule, 157 Wisconsin), by a major- 
ity opinion, but the practical problem of securing any ade- 



quate test as to venereal disease by the expenditure of the 
legal fee of only three dollars is causing difficulty; the law 
has not passed out of the experimental stage. Oregon and 
Pennsylvania are following similar lines in applying* the prin- 
ciples of eugenics to the issuing of licenses. Iowa requires 
reports of venereal diseases like other contagious diseases to 
be made to local Boards of Health, and penalizes persons thus 
afflicted if they knowingly assume the risk of transmitting 
such maladies. 

In 1913 the Massachusetts State Boards of Health and 
Insanity, acting jointly, were authorized to investigate what 
further impediments to marriage ought to be made the sub- 
jects of enactments ; and after a year's investigation and wide 
consultation with experts this committee reported unanimous- 
ly to the Legislature of 1914 a moderate and carefully guard- 
ed plan for refusing marriage licenses to the insane, idiots, 
feeble-minded and to sufferers from communicable venereal 
diseases. This measure was opposed in the lower branch as 
an importation of western radicalism; its provisions were 
unfairly stated and a gross infringement of "personal liberty" 
was charged ; it was lost by a narrow margin, chiefly through 
lack of expressed support of strong and organized public sen- 
timent. This instance illustrates a sectional difference of atti- 
tude toward such legislation, the newer portions of our coun- 
try being much more disposed to experiment with laws for 
the improvement of the community as a whole. It also shows 
the uselessness of expecting to pass such wholesome laws 
without direct pressure from a strong body of friends of 
such measures upon individual legislators. 

The classes of officials allowed to perform the marriage 
ceremony have been extended in Kentucky, New York, New 
Jersey and Washington ; Oregon now requires the right of 
an official to perform the marriage ceremony to be a matter 
of public record. 

Divorce Proceedings. 

The law forbidding advertisements to secure divorce 
business has been tested in the Minnesota Supreme Court 
and held constitutional. The time which must elapse between 
entering suit and the trial has been lengthened in Indiana 
and Kansas to sixty days. The experiment of a Court Proctor 
to represent the state in opposing improper divorces has been 
tried in Kansas City, Mo., and one of the members of our 
League, Miss Mabel K. Howell, instructor in Sociology in 



the Scarritt Bible and Training School of that city, has kind- 
ly furnished the following account of its workings : — 

The first Divorce Proctor in Kansas City. Mr. W. W. 
Wright, was employed in the capacity of a Probation Officer 
of the Juvenile Court, and worked in connection with it. 

This service proved valuable, but the present State Legie- 
laiture failed to pass a law establishing this office. The present 
Divorce Proctor, Mr. EJarl Barnes, is working without salary. 
He is appointed by ithe Circuit Judge, and investigates es- 
pecially the noncontested cases before they come to trial. 
Whether later a provision will be made whereby he can be 
paid out of the County funds, no one seems to know. 

That the work of this officer has kepit a great many cases 
out of the courts, and has done much for the preservation of 
family life, is a fact that seems well established. Such an 
officer seems an essential part of our social system. 

The success of this experiment has been sufficient to in- 
duce the state of Kansas to authorize each county attorney, 
or in large counties a specially appointed officer, to do the 
work of this Proctor, appearing in behalf of the state to rep- 
resent its interest in preventing the disruption of its homes. 
Insanity has been taken from the list of causes for divorce 
in Maine. In Texas ten years of non-cohabitation is made a 
ground for divorce; in North Carolina it is required in such 
cases that the plaintiff reside in the state and that there be 
no children from the marriage living. In New York the 
guilty party in a divorce suit loses all equity in insurance on 
the life of the other party. Oregon forbids remarriage of 
either party for six months after divorce is granted, which 
is practically equivalent to the **nisi" decree in Massachusetts. 
Louisiana has joined Massachusetts and Vermont in passing 
a so-called Marriage Evasion act, as recommended by the na- 
tional Commissioners on Uniform Legislation, declaring void 
marriages made by its citizens in another state or country or 
by citizens of other states coming into its territory for a like 
purpose in violation of its own laws. Texas has made marked 
advance in its statutes, strengthening them in various ways ; 
a year's residence in the state is required, and six months in 
the county where the libel is brought, with delay of thirty 
days between filing the application and trying the suit ; when 
a divorce is granted for cruel and abusive treatment, neither 
party shall marry for a year; and when a man marries a wo- 
man whom he has seduced, he shall not be allowed a divorce 
for three years for any cause except insanity. This last pro- 
vision is in opposition to a strong plea in one of our reviews, 
claiming that in such cases the parties should be at once 
separated, in order to preserve the sacredness of marriage. 



Utah has made the granting of an absolute divorce At the 
end of six months after the first decree discretionary with 
the judge. 

A Pendulum Swing in Nevada. 

Perhaps no state has been subjected to so much and so 
well-deserved criticism as Nevada, with its famous — or better, 
infamous — "Reno Colony." At the time of the last report 
of this League, two years ago, hopes were entertained that 
years of agitation were to result in radical improvements; 
and in February, 191 3, this hope was realized by the insertion 
in the marriage law of a provision to the effect that 

"Wlien at the time the cause of divoroe accrues the pkr- 
ties shall not both he bona fide residents of the state, no 
court shall have jurisdiction to grant a divorce unlets eltber 
the plaintiff or the defendant shall have been a bona flde 
resident of the state for a period of not less than one year 
neict preceding the commencement of the action." 

This law accomplished its purpose so effectively that in 
Reno "business conditions" became unendurable; and in Feb- 
ruary of the present year this provision, according to a state- 
ment received from the Secretary of State of Nevada, was 
stricken from the law% allowing a renewal of the old time 
scandalous conditions. The full text of the new statute is not 
available at the time of preparing this report. This is the 
one discouraging feature of the legislative record for the 
period now under review ; but with the rising tide of interest in 
better marriage laws and practice on the Pacific coast, notably 
in Southern California, it is to be hoped that the battle will 
be fought out once more, and a victory won which will be 
permanent. 

In Foreign Lands. 

At the time of the last report, the chief interest abroad 
was in the discussions over the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion on Marriage and Divorce in England. While but a single 
item of that report has gone into effect, the issues raised by 
it have continued to stir the people of Great Britain, and have 
developed a debate which is instructive in clarifying some 
of the vital issues that underly all progress in this type of 
legislation. As was to be expected, the conservative party 
of the Church of England has shown distress over the greater 
liberality proposed by the majority of the Commission ; there 
have not been wanting those who charge even the Archbishop 
of York with deserting the cause of righteousness in the con- 



1— 



cessions of the minority report. Some specimen arguments 
will indicate the drift of opinion in England. 

A writer in the Nineteenth Century (December, 1912) dis- 
cussing '*The Church and Divorce," states the two positions 
as follows; — 

"There are two wholly different and opposite concepitionB 
of marriage. One is that marriage is a union sanctioned and 
controlled by the Divine will, therefore indissoluble except 
in the special instance recognized )>y the teaching of our Lord. 

The other is thait it is a secular contract dependent upon 
■circumstances, changeable as the needs or interests or pas- 
skms of socieity may seem to demand, extending ever toward 
laxity." 

Unwilling to admit any middle ground between these two 
extreme statements, the writer urges vehemently the defense 
of the former, declaring that "If Churchmen and Church wo- 
men will set themselves heart and soul not only in theory 
but in practice to maintain the permanent sanctity of Chris- 
tian marriage, the battle of national morality will be half 
won." Another article in this review, entitled "The Passing 
of Marriage," strikes an exceedingly pessimistic note. It 
traces the cause of the present difficulties which divide the 
nation to a "prurient and pestilential individualism" begin- 
ning with the Protestant Reformation, which was more a re- 
volt against the righteous morals of the church's standards 
than against doctrinal abuses. The writer pictures with vigor 
the bad conditions in the United States; anticipates a break- 
ing up of social security as a result of domestic ruptures ; 
and closes with the mournful prophecy, "Glory and loveliness 
in art, in literature, in public and in private life, will pass 
away with the passing of marriage." 

There are not wanting, however, strong voices commend- 
ing the proposed changes toward a more liberal practice. A 
writer in the Fortnightly Review of May i, 1913, makes an 
argument for "Divorce by Consent" which is clear and able, 
and deserves consideration. He bases the larger freedom of 
proposed divorce on the grounds that it will minimize domes- 
tic disputes; relieve individuals whose mutual aversions give 
rise to most serious matrimonial offenses ; and raise the stan- 
dard of pure love and domestic morality. He questions the 
evidence adduced historically to prove that divorce in itself 
ever caused or now causes decline in morality, and instances 
the records of sexual excess in lands where divorce is forbid- 
den or difficult, citing the workings of the Norwegian law of 
freer separation. He insists that the imposition of a sufficient 



time limit would protect the state from a succession of frivo- 
lous and unworthy divorces. 

Another writer in the Westminster Review of February, 
1913, in similar vein urges fuller discussion of improper sys- 
tems of marriage now in vogue all over the civilized world, 
claiming that no nation can become great without pure homes, 
and that these cannot be secured by keeping in perpetual 
bondage husbands and wives where there is nothing but un- 
happiness, bickering and strife. 

These lax views of the sacredness and permanency of the' 
marriage tie are of special moment because they are reflected 
in many periodicals which both represent and shape popular 
thought in our own land at the present hour, and require 
serious attention and earnest eflForts at refutation on the part 
of all true friends of the family. 

"Free Law For the Poor." 

One change in law practice in England has come as a 
result of the report of the Royal Commission and the inter- 
est it has aroused. In June, 1914, there began the operation 
of what was called "free law for the poor," to relieve all class- 
es of claimants who lack funds to prosecute their cases. For 
a long time the poor have been at a distinct disadvantage ow- 
ing to the well-known costliness of proceedings for divorce in 
many English courts. It has been the contention that the few- 
ness of divorces in England was due to the "prohibitory tariff' 
rather than to an indisposition for legal separation. The re- 
sults of the opening of this new provision for inexpensive pro- 
cedure are favorable to such contention. Out of the first nine 
hundred cases brought into court under the new plan, almost 
one-half were petitions for divorce. The working of this 
scheme will undoubtedly make a large change in the relative 
ratio of divorces between England and our own country; and 
should be carefully studied in its latest operations and effects. 

A Divorce Court for Canada. 

The agitation of this question in Great Britain has natur- 
ally influenced her dependencies; we are specially interested 
in the situation among our neighbors to the north. The Can- 
adian statistics for 1913 show sixteen divorces, all granted 
by the Parliament for the cause of adultery. The Hon. E. F. 
B. Johnston, K. C, in the Canadian Law Journal for January, 
1913, asserts that the number of Canadians who acquire ir- 
regular and fraudulent divorce in the United States is many 
times larger than the total number granted in Canada; on 
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this he bases his apgiiment for a new court to consider such 
cases. 

He emphasizes the lack of uniform practice in the vari- 
ous parts of the Dominion, and pictures the disadvantages of 
the poor in being obliged to resort to an act of Parliament; 
agreeing fully with the conclusion of ex-Governor Simeon E. 
Baldwin of Connecticut, in a recent article in the Harvard 
Law Review; "The whole drift," the latter says, ''of modern 
institutions is away from unconfined legislative power. The 
grant of legislative divorce is one of the extremest forms which 
it can assume. It does not belong to the social life of the 
twentieth century." 

Mr. Johnston passes to a constructive statement, propos- 
ing to substitute for a Divorce Committee of the Canadian 
Senate a purely judicial tribunal of three judges sitting as 
often as expedient, and in small districts so as to be accessible 
to all comers ; where the procedure should be of the simplest 
and least expensive character, the rules of evidence stringently 
applied, and the strictest proof of the merits of the case de- 
manded; the cost and means of getting to the trial moderate 
and within the reach of all worthy applicants seeking justice. 



"The Bionomics of War." 

Our review of the wider field of other lands may well 
conclude with a reminder of some far-reaching relations of 
the present world-strife as regards the future maintenance 
of pure homes and the recruiting of future generations with 
sound and worthy children. There is an article under the 
above title in the opening number of "Social Hygiene," the 
new quarterly, the second number of which has just appeared. 
In this article the author, Mr. Vernon L. Kellogg, makes a 
startling prognosis of the biologic consequences of the whole- 
sale slaughter of the finest types of manhood and of the spread 
of diseases which invariably attend army life, fearful enough 
in times of peace, but sure to be enormously aggravated in 
the progress of a war which lets loose all barbaric instincts and 
brute impulses. His conclusion carries conviction ; 

"Serious war and the prepara;tion for serious war mean 
the temporary and permanent withdrawal from the popula- 
tion of a part of it selected for physi-cal vigor and often for 
courage, patriotism and idealism, and the exposure of this part 
to special danger from death and disease — not race-purifying 
or race-enhancing, but race-deteriorating, through the encour- 
agement of poor 'breeding and the fostering of heritable race- 
poisoning dlMase." 
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It may or may not be time for peaceful nations to de- 
termine and propose conditions and ideals which shall bring 
an end to present strife ; but it is not too soon for the friends 
of the institution of the Family to beg^n to ponder the Eu- 
ropean problem, which sooner or later must be faced, and in 
solution of which America must be prepared to take her full 
part — how shall the Family be rehabilitated? 



The Present Increase of Divorce. 

There is no doubt that divorce is still increasing in volume 
and in its damage to society. Just how rapidly this increase 
is moving, cannot be accurately and completely told until 
further legislation by Congress is followed by further investi- 
gation and publication of reliable and complete facts. One 
of the last undertakings of Dr. Dike was to inaugurate a 
movement to secure from Congress provision for annual com- 
pilations of the facts concerning marriage and divorce for the 
nation ; a work which would involve no greater expense than 
occasional investigations covering longer periods. Steps 
should be taken at once to prepare the way for action by the 
next Congress. The American statistics compiled by the 
United States government are the best and most complete, 
so far as they go. Provision should certainly be made to con- 
tinue the collection of these statistics, and to disseminate the 
knowledge obtained from them. 



Recent Records of Massachusetts. 

The last annual report contained a table showing the num- 
ber of divorces granted in New England and a few other 
states, also some figures from foreign lands. The following 
table shows (a) the number of applications for divorce, (b) 
the number granted, (c) the total number of cases finally dis- 
posed of, and (d) the average duration of the marriage tie in 
years, in Massachusetts since 1901. The number of cases 
finally disposed of should of course correspond to the number 
ber of applications, but the variations above are explained by 
the fact that cases have at least two years in which they may 
remain upon the docket, the applications for any one year be- 
ing thus extended through two or three following years be- 
fore final action is assured. The average duration of marriage 
prior to divorce shows a remarkable uniformity. 
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Applications 


Divorces 


Cases flnalljr 


Tears 


Year 


for divorce. 


granted. 


disposed of. 


married. 


1901 


1996 


1376 


1649 


11.04 


1902 


2389 


1470 


1870 


n.i8 


1903 


2278 


1721 


2251 


11.44 


1904 


2214 


1698 


2206 


10.85 


1905 


2434 


1554 


1840 


10.97 


1906 


2519 


1752 


2657 


10.65 


1907 


2673 


1932 


2275 


n.i8 


I9<^ 


2429 


1766 


2150 


10.97 


1909 


2704 


1739 


2384 


11.22 


1910 


2763 


1929 


2489 


10.82 


191 1 


2923 


2137 


2927 


II. 17 


1912 


2899 


1927 


2545 


10.47 



The following table shows the annual averages of applica- 
tions and divorces granted in a period of three years, with the 
percentages for every 100,000 of population; a more signifi- 
cant measure than the percentages of divorces to marriages, 
in view of the way in which the population of the state has 
been increased in the last ten years by married couples who 
immigrated into our midst. 

Yearly Percentage 

Percentage average of per 

per 100,000 of divorces 100,000 of 

population granlted. population. 



Years 

1901-3 
1904-6 
1907-9 
1910-12 



Yearly 
average of 
applications. 

2221 



2309 
2602 
2862 



77.1 

79.3 
82.3 

82.6 



1522 
1664 
1779 
I99I 



52.8 

50-3 
57.3 

577 



It will be noted that the ratio both of applications and 
divorces granted has risen during the period, and surpasses 
considerably the ratio of earlier years ; see the annual average 
number of divorces in Massachusetts by five-year periods, 
in Bulletin No. II, published by this League in 1909, where 
the figures for the state were as follows: 1870 (the median 
year of the five year period), 25 divorces per 100,000 popula- 
tion; 1880, 30 divorces; 1890, 32 divorces; and 1900, 47 di- 
vorces. The rate of increase from 1890 to 1900, 32 to 47, is 
more rapid than from 1901 to 1912, 47 to 57; and it is note- 
worthy that for the last six years of this period the ratio both 
of applications and divorces granted has remained almost sta- 
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tionary, which is a distinct encouragement for the dwellers 
in this one commonwealth. 

When we come, however, to measure by these figures the 
total number of disrupted homes, it must be remembered that 
when affairs in a family reach the point where either party 
is ready to ask for a divorce, the actual dissolution of that 
household has reached an advanced stage, from which thttt 
is little likelihood of recovery. What becomes of the cases 
where application is made but not granted?- In some few 
instances — very few, according to the most reliable testi- 
mony — reunion follows the trial of a divorce case. A largje 
number of the non-granted applications continue on the docket 
for two years or even longer, and then ar^ dismissed, be- 
cause the libellant refuses to press the mattet^ further, and prie- 
fers to continue to live in separation, even if not released frbin 
the legal bond of matrimony. The harm to children is quite 
as great when unlegalized separation continues, year: after 
year as when a divorce decree is obtained; and th& strain 
on public morals is much greater. We must consider^ the 
number of applications, as well, as the number of legaliz^ 
dissolutions of the marriage tie, when we seek to com^te 
the damage done society by the failure of stability in the 
family. 

Desertion, the Twin Evil of Divorce. 

The desertion of a parent, usually the father, disrupts a 
home quite as disastrously as a legalized separation, witt 
certain resultant conditions which threaten public morals and 
the social structure very seriously. In times of financial de- 
pression, desertion is naturally on the increase ; in recent years 
its proportions have become alarming and its prevention or 
cure increasingly difficult Legislation is addressing itself 
earnestly to find solutions. Indiana makes desertion a felony, 
punishable with imprisonment for three years and disfranchise- 
ment for a like term, proceedings to be stayed on furnish- 
ing bond for the family's support. Florida provides that no 
action shall lie against a deserting husband if "there is exist- 
ing any cause recognized as a ground for divorce in the stat- 
utes of that state." Delaware makes desertion a misdemeanor, 
punishable with fine and imprisonment, and takes from the 
earnings of the prisoner fifty cents a day for his family's re- 
lief ; while Pennsylvania requires the institution housing the 
deserter to pay in like manner sixty-five cents per day, and 
if the man's labor does not produce this amount, the county 
from which the defendant comes shall make good the deficit 
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It is becoming clear, however, that penalties imposed after 
the offense is committed will never reach the root of the 
trouble. The Juvenile Protective Association of Cincinnati 
has. made thorough investigation along this line, the results of 
which should have wide publicity. In its report, issued in No- 
vember, 1913, it appears that in one year in that city 2861 
chil4reo, through the desertion of parents, became public 
charges; and this in addition to the children in 202 families 
permanently deserted where the mother was aided by the Asso- 
ciated Charities. The report directs attention to the maay 
instances in that and every city where the wife "through fear 
or loyajlty bears patiently the intermittent desertions of her 
hu^and," or "never reports a permanently missing husbai^ 
for the same reason or even because of the relief of being rid. 
of him/' The report includes a full synopsis of the statujtes 
of the various states on this subject, with a review of their 
prjactical op^ation; also a discussion of the elements of. a 
sufficient law for meeting the situation. Its recommendation 
for Ohio is of interest, — the establishment of a State Deser- 
tion Bureau, to co-ordinate the work of local Humane So- 
cieties^ and to locate the deserters; a task which manifiestly 
requires inter-state co-operation. An appendix gives inter^^ 
esting facts concerning the methods and results of the Na- 
tional Desertion Bureau of the Conference of Jewish Chari- 
ties, by which 56% of 852 deserting husbands of that race 
have been located and either returned to their families or com- 
pelled to contribute to their support, during a period of four- 
teen months. The conclusion of the report is as follows : 

"We see men desert their families with comparative in- 
difference. We search here and there and everywhere for 
the man who has robhed u-s of a few hundred dollars; yelt 
the men who left their wives and children dependent on the 
public for suppont robbed society of much more. And what 
of the broken homes, of undernourished young bodies, of 
childhood lacking a mother's adequate care, of juvenile de- 
pendency and delinquency, — the direct and indirect results of 
the father's desertion? Would it not pay the state to seek 
these men with the same persistence that it does the petty 
criminal and the thief?" 

In view of these facts it would appear that the defense 
of the stability of the family today calls for quite as much 
attention to the problem of desertion as to that of divorce. 
Here we have really passed from the negative to the positive 
phase of the League's program; from warding off attacks to 
the initiation of constructive efforts which shall aid what the 
Constitution of this organization has termed 
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"Proper Efficiency of the FamUy." 

Long before the present movement for industrial effi- 
ciency was thought of, this phrase was used with prophetic 
foresight to define needed activity in behalf of the family. In 
the last two or three years we have marked the frequent trans- 
ference of this phrase from the factory to social institutions; 
and nowhere does it furnish finer definition or suggestion 
than in the work of this League. In the many varieties of 
agencies addressing themselves at present to the problems 
of social efficiency, three specially call for our attention. The 
first is the movement of eugenics, to secure better homes by 
having better human material for their construction. The sec- 
ond is the increasing interest in social hygiene, which seeks 
to increase both the purity and efficiency of the home by wise 
education in matters of sex relation. The third is a group of 
movements looking toward the economic stability of the fam- 
ily, as affected by better surroundings ; larger wages ; longer 
periods of training for future home-makers; vocational guid- 
ance; with better provision on the part of the community to 
distribute the burdens of sickness, accidents, non-employment 
and old age. 



Eugenics, Pro and Con. 

It is impossible to consider recent tendencies in the main- 
tenance of the family and good homes without reckoning with 
the efforts in certain parts of our country to compel society 
to address itself in a fearless and aggressive manner to the 
breeding of good human stock, by passing laws which some- 
times parallel quite closely those which regulate the breeding 
of domestic animals. In the review of recent enactments 
touching the preliminaries of marriage, attention has been 
called both to enacted and defeated legislation in this direc- 
tion ; it is well to dwell briefly upon the proper basis for such 
laws, and the extent to which they should impinge upon tra- 
ditional individualism. Scott Nearing, in his recent book on 
"Social Sanity," has stated the foundation for such eflforts as 
follows : 



"Self-preservation and self-perpetuation may be made the 
first law of social as they are of biologic nature. . . . The 
right to be well-bom is based on the necessity for maintain- 
ing a high race standard; in no other way can. uDtlmate 
social standards be preserved. The issue is squarely raised. 
If the child has a right to be well-born» persons with trans- 
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missable defects have no right to parenthood; and a sane 
society, in its efforts to maintain its race-standards, would 
absolutely forbid hereditary defectives to procreate their 
kind." 

While it is true that legislation seeking to carry out these 
ideas is now in the experimental stage, a body of enactments 
is accumulating which demands the thoughtful and unbiased 
consideration of all friends of the family. In May, 1914, under 
the auspices of the Bailey and Babette Gatzert Foundation for 
Child Welfare, the University for the State of Washington 
issued a bulletin summarizing the laws of the several states 
upon the three chief aspects of eugenics, — the marriage and 
divorce of the feeble-minded, the epileptic, and the insane; 
asexualization; and the institutional commitment and dis- 
cbarge of the feeble-minded and epileptic. This is the most 
detailed and complete statement now at hand upon this sub- 
ject, as a summary of legislation. It concludes with a brief 
discussion of certain aspects of these questions. It fairly 
states what seems to be the chief peril of sterilization in the 
following expressions : 

"To sterilize a moral pervert by no means makes him 
less dangerous, except biologically. Hi<8 very immunity from 
the ordinary consequences of his irregular sex-life may serve 
to make him more dangerous than before, , as one of the facts 
which determine virtue is removed. . . . The effect of 
such increased liberty upon Uie spread of venereal disease 
is evident For this reason we must look to the biological 
result for a defense of sterilization." 

The more conservative sections of our country may be 
expected to look with scant favor upon these ventures of the 
more radical West in human stock-breeding; but whoever 
studies the cost in crime and degeneracy and disease, to say 
nothing of dollars, occasioned by the cohabitation of the man- 
ifestly unfit cannot fail to perceive a growing necessity for 
careful study and for action of some kind. From the point 
of view that treats the family as the most essential social unit, 
the statistics that are available seem more alarming every 
year. There is manifest a growing volume of opinion that 
in some way procreation by the unfit must be lessened if it 
cannot be wholly prevented. It is noteworthy that this con- 
viction is finding expression across the seas ; a government 
commission representing Denmark, Norway and Sweden has 
been laboring upon this subject. Their resnlts were unsatis- 
factory to some of the members of the commission, as failing 
to go far enough ; but it was finally agreed to recommend that 
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all insane and mentally defective persons^. as well ad those 
suffering from certain communicable venereal diseases and 
from epilepsy be prevented from marriage unless both parties 
were fully acquainted with the conditions involved. 

Social Hygiene. 

In matters relating to the perpetuation of the race, it is 
not sufficient to cure or prevent immorality. The conviction 
grows apace that ignorance is one of the foes of the family 
which must not be neglected. The proper way to teach the 
facts concerning sex to the young is greatly in dispute; but 
the necessity for some such instruction few will deny. The 
soundness of the institution of the family is bound up in the 
health of the community as a whole; for the conditions of 
the mass react upon the individual, as well as receive their 
qualities from the single units. The American Social Hygiene 
Association, under the leadership of ex-President Eliot, and 
represented by the quarterly review "Social Hygiene," already 
mentioned, has a most vital connection with the problems of 
this League. How shall boys and girls pass through the 
gateway into the new world of manhood and womanhood, 
nurtured by the fruit of the tree of knowledge of good, and 
free from knowledge gained through personal experience of 
evil? It is for such bodies as the Social Hygiene Association 
to work out the answers to these perplexing questions, which 
call forth such diverse opinions; but it remains for this 
League to avail itself of the outcome of such toil and apply 
the results to the specific needs of the family as an institution 
and the home as a living organism. 

Mothers' Pensions. 

From the large variety of social agencies contributing to 
the economic stability of the home, one line of recent legal 
enactment should be noted. As the direct outcome of widow- 
hood or desertion, the efficiency of many a home is dimin- 
ished, even to the breaking point ; and to correct this evil. 
Mothers* Compensation Acts are bemg passed, whereby finan- 
cial aid, partly from the state and partly from the community, 
comes to enable the mother to keep her children together and 
bring them up under her personal care. During the last two 
years laws to this effect have been passed by the legislatures 
of Colorado, Delaware, Illinois, Iowa, Massachusetts, Minne- 
sota, Oregon and Washington. The general principle involved 
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is to afford aid proportioned to the age and number of depend. 
ent children, until they reach the age when permitted by law to 
begin work. The fear that this will encourage desertion on 
the part of husbands, or collusion and deceit, is a drawback 
to this plan, but not a sufficient reason for refusing its mani- 
fest help to retaining unbroken the integrity of the family. 
The distribution of the financial burden is a problem to be 
carefully worked out; but it is better to spend the state's 
money for mother-care than for the unnatural life of the 
crowded institutfon. 

In any study of the future stability of the family it is 
quite as important to anticipate coming legislation and be 
prepared for it as to record and pass judgment upon laws 
already enacted. In the predominant currents of popular 
thoughts and feelings, as registered in the press and periodi- 
cals and books of today we may see indications of tomorrow's 
laws. If the bulk of enactments concerning the family during 
the last two years seems scanty, not so are the discussions 
which have covered the whole area of social science, while 
at the same time touching upon different phases of the wel- 
fare of the home. 

Shall State Legislatures or Congress Make Marriage Laws? 

This is still a debated question. Which is the better plan 
for securing the best legislation for the family — the unity 
of a single act of Congress, if once the national Constitution 
can be amended, or growing uniformity through increasingly 
concurrent action of the different state legislatures? The 
advocates of the former plan point to the slowness of action 
by the separate states, and the continued chaos of legislation ; 
and with somewhat persistent effort they secure occasional 
requests of different states — ^Illinois and Oregon recently — 
for national action. On the other hand, the advocates of 
gradual uniformity through concurrent action of the different 
states, among whom the representatives of this League have 
been numbered, point to the equally slow and seemingly 
hopeless task of bringing a sufficient number of states to 
relinquish the right to legislate upon a matter so vital to the 
life of each separate state ; and these may fairly instance also 
the steady progress toward uniformity in other matters as 
guided by the national Commissioners on Uniform Legisla- 
tion, whose annual deliberations are commanding increasing 
attention. The judgment of that body, as expressed in a 
recent report, is worthy of confidence, when they say, 
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"So thorougbly aroused is the consdence of the coimtry 
over th« widely recognised evils incid^it to divergent* and in 
some cases, lax divorce laws of the states, that it would seem 
to be opportune to call attention to the fact that the results 
of the labors of the 'National Divorce Ck>ngress of 1906, and d 
this Ck>nference in the form of a carefully drafted Act, stand 
ready to hand, and provide the only remedy recognized by 
those who have given study to the subject." 

This League still adheres to the position which its former 
Secretary, Dr. Dike, unwavering held and cogently defended. 
There have been in recent years two different propositions 
presented to the national Congress for a conference of dele- 
gates from the different states, appointed by the Governors, 
to formulate uniform marriage and divorce laws and submit 
the results of their deliberations to the state legislatures, the 
expenses of such an assembly to be met by the national gov- 
ernment; this would seem to be merely a duplication of the 
sessions of the present Commissioners on Uniform Legisla- 
tion, with different delegates. 

Shall Divorce Be Made Easier or Harder? 

Here is the crucial question in which more people today 
seem to be more deeply interested than in any other proposi- 
tion concerning the family. It must be confessed, frankly 
even if with regret, that there is a large volume of advocacy 
of easier divorce. Those who desire it may not outnumber 
those who would maintain the honored traditions of many 
centuries, but their activity and aggressiveness are alarming 
symptoms of the times, and a rebuke to the indifference and 
silence of friends of the family. Are we really awake to the 
extent to which the popular novel and play and short story 
and even articles in standard periodicals are attacking with 
increasing boldness the most sacred foundations of the fam- 
ily? or are its friends deluding themselves with the belief 
that its antiquity is an adequate defence? It is both startling 
and depressing to read in reputable magazines some of the 
proposals for the abandonment of the sanctions of marriage, 
and the substitution of notions which are undistingfuishable 
from the promptings of unbridled lust or the methods of the 
breeding pen. Some of the strongest and most widely read 
advocates of woman's "emancipation" seem blind to'\all moral 
distinctions. A recent writer, whose magazine articles and 
books have far too wide a circulation, does not hesitate to 
predict that marriage is soon to "signify only the living to- 
gether of two people upon the ground of love and the com- 
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mon parenthood of their children." Nor does she stop even 
here, but goes on to advocate that it is "no sin, from the point 
of view of the race," for "pure-minded and loving*' young 
women to become mothers without marriage, and to plead 
that when they do so they shall not forfeit social esteem; 
providing for the economic difficulties of this situation by a 
"paternity assessment upon society," and also compensation 
from the state for such motherhood! 

If it be said of such propositions, seriously urged upon 
the American public, that they proceed from visionaries and 
theorists without standing in the community, what shall be 
said of the deliberate and forceful utterances of members of 
the legal profession, who in legal magazines and reviews are 
calling for what is practically free divorce? What shall we 
say when an ex-attorney general of a western state claims 
that the remedy for conflicting laws about divorce and the 
ending of scandals is summarily to give a legal dissolution 
of the marriage tie to any one who asks for it? What of the 
following utterances from a legal magazine of established 
character — "Free divorce stands for the complete modern- 
ization of the marriage contract. A eugenic conscience must 
take the place of old theological views. Free divorce, based 
on the one cause of 'incompatibility,' will bring back the mar- 
riage relation to its eternally binding realities." 

There are not lacking earnest words in defense of the 
time-honored views of the sacredness of wedlock, and a lift- 
ing, instead of a lowering of the standards of the family. 
While in the west an association of lawyers is organizing to 
work for freer divorce, in Massachusetts a group of represen- 
tatives of the legal profession in the Catholic church, led by 
a recent Treasurer of the Commonwealth, are devoting them- 
selves to united efforts for more rigid restriction of releases 
from the marriage tie. As has been said in an earlier con- 
nection, a similar contest of radically opposed opinions is 
being waged in England. Is it a wise thing for the friends 
of the family, in view of these conditions, to imagine that 
the fight for its stability is over, when many signs indicate 
that it is only begun? 

"A Crisis in Morals.'* 

Let us go straight to the tap root of the present diffi- 
culties. It is not to be found in economic adversity or un- 
favorable surroundings of the home; not in low wages of 
bad tenements; not in confused laws or their lax enforce- 
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ment ; not even in audacious avowals of theories which upset 
the foundations of decent society. Harold Begbie, a profound 
student of individual experience, has just put forth a notable 
volume with the above title. It sounds a clarion note of 
warning that should be re-echoed throughout our own and 
every land. With fearless plainness he sets forth the wajrs 
in which social progress and even the foundation of all right- 
eousness, individual and national, are being undermined bj 
the growing irreverence for women, toleration of impurity, 
callous indifference to the obscenities of the modem stage 
and billboard, and a strange obliviousness to the subtle but per- 
vasive force of sexual suggestion which everywhere abounds 
Such perils can be met, Mr. Begbie insists, only by a program 
in which ''against the telepathy of animalism the Church must 
set the telepathy of purity; in which a higher type of moth- 
erhood must be developed, and Science join with Religion in 
pointing and clearing the path to the goal of social perfection/* 
These warnings are taken up by the head of the educa- 
tional department of our greatest city — Dr. William H. Max- 
field, Superintendent of Schools in New York. In discussing 
the ideals and aims of our schools he deals unsparingly with 
the sexual suggestiveness of fashions in dress, certain varie- 
ties of the dance, and prevailing types of theatrical perform- 
ances ; and urges that against such influences from "the upper 
world of fashion and underworld of vice" the school cannot 
be expected universally to succeed in its work for the young. 
And a distinguished psychologist, in defining the relations of 
his specialty to social sanity, affirms that the chief social prob- 
lem of the hour is no longer to be found in the realm of 
economics but of ethics. "Of all the social questions,** he 
remarks, "the predominant, the fundamentally social one, 
seems nowadays the problem of sex, with all its side issues 
of social evils and social vice. It is as if society instinctively 
feels that these problems touch still deeper layers of the 
social structure. Even the fights about socialism and the 
whole capitalistic order do not longer stir the conscience of 
the community as strongly as the grave concern about the 
family." 

A Clear Call To Service. 

In the light of these conditions, facts and tendencies, 
what shall we say as to the need of the work of this League, 
and its opportunities for service? Is it a time to lessen or 
increase the quiet but powerful influence which it has exerted 
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for so many years? Do the multiplying perils which beset 
the family call for retreat or courageous advance? Should 
the outlook and range of this League be narrowed or broad- 
ened? Its Executive Committee answered these questions 
according to their best light m their *Trogram for 1915," 
which went out last January to members of the League and 
of kindred organizations. This report can only repeat and 
re-emphasize those positions. The integ^ty of the family is 
menaced by pernicious theories boldly uttered and shameless- 
ly practiced; chaotic conditions of legislation continue and 
even increase; efficiency of home life is made impossible by 
marriages of the unfit and unprepared ; youth are left to learn 
the essentials of sex relationships through bitter experience 
and even irremediable injury; mothers meet maternity and the 
tasks of child nurture in ignorance and helplessness; intem- 
perance and crime destroy domestic joy; poverty disheartens 
and needless disease disintegrates the home circle ; and school 
and church lament but do not remove the defects in the 
human materials with which they must work. So long as 
such conditions continue, so long there will be a demand for 
the service of this League. 

Conditions of Success. 

Those who are interested in such a program must clearly 
recognize three conditions for its successful progress. First 
of all there must be a clear and accepted dielimitation of the 
place and scope of this league, as related to the ever-increas- 
ing array of machinery which is being geared to social pro- 
gress. It must be emphasized that no other organization is 
achieving or even attempting this specific work. No other 
agency is studying the Family comprehensively, and accu- 
rately measuring the factors which guarantee its effective 
working. Many movements for social betterment touch the 
family tangentially. Some of them cover segments of its 
interests; but because of their bewildering multiplicity and 
frequent overlapping, it is essential that one organization 
shall in behalf 01 the family make a scientific survey of the 
whole field; watch for every word that is spoken and effort 
put forth for the help or the harming of the home ; and be- 
come, as a distinguished social expert has recently described 
the ideal of this League, "a clearing house for all facts bear- 
ing in any way upon the integrity of the family and the well- 
being of the home." 

In the next place, there must be a larger group of men 
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and women who grasp the meaning of this work, and who 
will give it more than a perfunctory approval. This organiza^ 
tion must be a genuine band of devoted, far-visioned workers 
who "have understanding of the times and know what Israel 
ought to do,'* who will give personal service as well as verbal 
commendation of a Secretary's official labors. There should 
be actually leagued together investigators of different phases 
of this broad subject, who will offer the results of their re- 
search for the enlightenment of all. There should be co- 
operation among the various sociological departments of col- 
leges and universities, for the assignment and solution of 
special problems concerning the family. There should be 
sentinels all along the line of battle in the various states of 
our union, and in other lands, to report the progress of the 
fight from time to time. In this way helpful information can 
be exchanged ; the latest facts as to proposed remedies for the 
perils of the family can be made available, and the usefulness 
of this organization largely increased. 

The final and fundamental condition for carrying on this 
work is money. If this work is worth doing, it is worthy of 
support. Where other organizations require hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars for their annual budget, this League asks 
for only a modest sum. While there are large possibilities 
before it in the line of investigation and publication, its essen- 
tial task can be done for a moderate amount of money. In 
the last few years death has claimed many of its most gen- 
erous supporters. Either a large number of small givers must 
be enlisted, in response to the appeal of the printed page or 
the personal letter; or else the greatness of the need must 
successfully appeal to some one or more of the increasing 
number of benefactors who are investing larger and larger 
sums each year, now mounting up into the hundreds of mil- 
lions, for the benefit of their fellow men ; or else the work of 
this League must cease at a time when the need for it ex- 
ceeds that of any other period of its history. With the belief 
that no stronger plea can be made than the simple record of 
its work and the vision of its opportunities this report is sent 
forth. 
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to Dr. Charles B. Davenport, Resident Director, Cold 
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Proceedings of First National Conference on Race Better- 
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CONSTITUTION 



Article L This Asfiociatlon shall be called the NATIONAL 
LJSAOUB FOR TIHB PROTBOTION OF THE FAMILY. 

Art II. Its object shall be, through the Improvement of public 
sentiment and legislation, to protect the institution of the Family, 
especially as aftected by existing evils relating to Marriage and- Di- 
vorce, and to secure its proper efficiency in individual and social life. 
It may co-operate with auxiliary or other bodies having similar aims 
in such ways as may be deemed expedient. 

Art. ni. The membership of the League shall consist of the 
original signers of the Constitution, who shall be empowered to fill 
vacancies and add to their number. All who contribute in any year 
to its financial support shall be enrolled as Annual Members. 

Art. IV. The officers of this society shall be a President, not 
more than five Vice-Presidents, a Recording Secretary, a Correspond- 
ing Secretary, a Treasurer, and an Executive Committee of not more 
than twelve persons, of which committee tiie Corresponding Secre- 
tary shall be a member, and of which not less than three shall con- 
stitute a quorum, having the duties indicated in their several offices; 
to be elected at the Annual Meeting, and to hold office until their 
successors are appointed. 

Art. V. The League shall hold its Annual Meeting on the third 
Wednesday in January, unless otherwise directed by the Chairman 
of the Executive Committee, and at such hour and place as shall be 
Indicated in the call of the committee. 

Art. VI. Amendments of this Constitution, of which due notice 
shall have been given in the call of any Annual Meeting, may be 
adopted at such meeting by the vote of two-Uiirds of the members 
present. 



FORM OF (BEQUEST. 

I hereby give €Uid bequeath to the NATIONAL LEAOUiE FOR 
THE PROTECTION OF THE FAMILY, a corporation created by the 
Laws of the State of Connecticut, or its successor or assigns, the 

sum of {.dollars, the principle (or income, as 

may be desired) of which is to be used for the purpose for which 
said Corporation was diaitered. 



Requests for reports or literature and communications concern- 
ing the work of the League may be addressed to the Secretary, Rev. 
John L. Sewall, at the Boston office, Room 601, 14 Beacon Street, or 
at his residence, 29 Cobum Avenue, Worcester, Mass. Contribu- 
tions may be sent directly to the Treasurer, Mr. C. O. Dorchester, 
National Shawmut Bank, Boston, Mass. 
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